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COMMISSIONER: 


Mr. George R. Taylor 


THE SD 
(The Commission convened at 1900 hours) 
ROLF-HEINZ HOEPPNER, a witness, took the stand and testified as 
follows: 


MR. TAYLOR: Will the witness be reminded that 


THE WITNESS: Yes sir. 
MR. TAYLOR: Proceed. 
DIRECT EXAMINATION RESUMED 
By Dr. Gawlik-----~--- 
Q. Describe briefly the contents and meaning of thé so-called Funktions- 
befehl, functions order. 


&. The so-called Funktionsbefehl (functions order) is one of the most im- 


portant documents determining the defense of labor between the Stapo end Security 


Police. If I remember correct it is dated July 1, 1938. That order distributed 


the intellizence service as follows: the intelligence concerning domestic enemies, 
as for instance Jews and Free Masons were given to the Gestapo, and the SD was civen 
intelligence on the spheres of life. The purpose of the order was to diminish all 
possible frictions between the Stapo and SD, and to make very clear what should 


be the function of each. 
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Q. Was there a need for the/fsstaps to use the SD as supply of information 


and intelligence? 


A. No, the Stapo had an information intelligence service of its own, and it 


had in addition to the information service, executive powers which the SD did not have 
and those executive powers were most needed for confiscation and other acts which the 
Stapo carried on in investigating farbitding forbidden secret organizations. 

Q. Are you in a position on the basis of your own knowledge to give more 
details about the intelligence service of the Stapo? 

A. No, I don't have such knowledge. 

Q- Did you know which department of the Stavo was in charge of the intelli- 
gence service? 

A. The department IV N. 

Q- Did department #3 of the RSHA carry on any investigations in the spheres 
of life? 

A. No, in that field which we called spheres of live, the department #35 did 
not have to fill any police functions. It rather collected newa and investigated 
how measures were received by the population. It particularly was not necessary 
to fill police functions, because there existed in each of the spheres of xxrimzy 
life, ea special police organization, as for instance, in economics there was a 
police force, price control, etc.; therefore, department #3 filled only observing 
and reporting functions. 

Q- Was the SD a police system? 

A. No. 

Q- Did the SD belong to a police systen? 

A. No, the SD was an xmtmtiix independent news-collecting organization. 

Q- Was the SD a police element, and that expresséon mekes reference to a 


statement by the prosecution of February 28, 1946, which is conteined in the 


German proceedings, page 520287 
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A. I don't quite understand the expression police element. If it should 
mean that the SD might be regarded as a part of the police force, then again I have 
to answer in the negative. i 

Q- Could you tell us your reason for the last three answers which were no? 
Do you want to add something? 

A. At first I would like to reiterate the thing I said Saturday in regard 
to the tasks, methods, interests, and aims for distinction between SD and Gestapo, 
and things which were valid. They, of course, were equally valid in regard to the 
news service both of the SD and Gestapo. May I illustrate what I just said by one 
example. The attitude of the Gestapo toward the group which was considered illegal 
was that this group should be surveyed and supervised, and if an order by the 
State was existing that steps should be taken against prohibiting the group. The 
attitude of the SD, however, was that one was dealing with a certain group function 
which had certain definite aims and the attitude of the SD that was a group with 
certain aims, and that one had to consider it rather as an industrial phenomenon 
and one had to determine the consequence of that forbidden group on the various 
spheres of life. Particularly, it was the task and intention of the SD to deter- 
mine whether there might have been certain ideas in that forbidden group which were 
good and right, and it actually happened that in our reports such a sroup was rep- 
resented with its own opinions. The Chief of Department 3, for instance, was in- 
volved in general strong arguments, because he favored a prohibited organization 


which was so-called Anthroposophs. The second instance which I would like to 


give to demonstrate the difference between the intelligence service of the Gestapo 


and SD would be the following. The entire nedwork of honorary collaborates and 
agents who worked for the SD was not selected from the point of view of police 
work and would not have been suitable for police work. The selection of those 


SD agents had to be carried from the point of tharacter and professional qualifications, 
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and above all whether they were critical observers who could report on facts, state 
of affairs, and opinions. 

Q- Was it the purpose of your observing activities to fight and to eliminate 
groups or what was the purpose of your work? 

A. I can only repeat what I said, that the only purpose of our observing 
those groups, if they were <t all of domestic interests, to consider them as 
intellectual phenomenon and to present the findings and evaluations to the leader- 
ship, but that was actually not at all the main task of the SD, but rather to in- 
vestigate and xSxrz to report the moods of the population, their reactions to cer- 
tain measures and to inform the leadership of that situetion. 

Q- I'm subintting to you an order #A 166 - 37, issued November 20, 1937, 
contained in the volumeg of ordnances and orders of the Party Chancellory, Volume 
#2, page 432, and the order is entitled, "Reporting on Treason of Activities To 
the Gestapo." 

A. This order merely verifies what I said. Although the SD has been called the 
intelligence tool of the Party, all reports on activities wich were considered 
treason were sent to the Gestapo and not to the SD. 


M. Did the SD have an executive? 


A. No, many orders proved quite clear that no executive existed. I would make 


reference to two orders - one which im forbids members of the SD to perform any 


arrests, because arrests could be made only by those who had the identification 
badges of the Security Police, and a number of the identification papers stated 
expressively that the ura bearer of that paper was entitled to perform arrests. 
A second order I would like to mention is one which expressively states that the 
right of confiscation rests exclusively with the Security Police. 

Q. Was an attempt made to secure an executive power for the SD - at least in a 


number of spheres of life? 
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A. No, and if such an attempt ever would have been made, the Chief of Office #3 


would have rejected such attempt more emphatically on the basis of his opinion about 


the functions which office #3 should fill, because any performance of executive 
functions inevidently leads to stressing of individual cases and for broad news 
service, the individual case can fill only the function of characteristic examples, 
never more. 

Q. Did the functionaries of the SD, both the paid officials and the honorary 
officials, realize that they did not have any executive powers? 

A. Yes, cisaantene training efforts this point has been repeatedly stressed. 

Q- And did the SD have identification badges? 

A. As I stated already - no. 

Q- Did there exist in the daily work a union between the Gestapo and SD 
or in other orders? How was the cooperation and collaboration between the SD 
and Gestapo? 

A. That can be simply answered by saying that the collaboration was the same 
as between eny other officials and authorities in general, which meant in practice 
that there was often more close cooperation and collaboration between the S@ and 
Criminal Police than between SD and Gestapo. The reason was that the Griminal 
Police was active in certain fields in which the SD was particularly interested too. 
One example would be the collaboration we had in regard to youths or the collaboration 
we had in fighting corruption, where the work of the Criminal Police may wish im-=- 
portant examples of generally stated effects. In that connection I might also 
point out the collaboration which existed between the SD and the Economic Chambers 
of the Gaus, and we had far more contact with such a party then we had with the 
Gestapo. 


Q. As far as there did exist cooperation .between the SD and Security Police, 


was it for the purpose of committing crimes against the peace, against the laws of 
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war or against humanity or what was the purpose - or to assist conspirators? 

A. The purpose was neither to commit crimes, nor assist conspirators. The 
purpose was merely to furnish information which officials and authorities mmmits 
needed for the performance of their tasks. 

Q- The German text of the Trial Brief, Page #13, speaks of concentfated efforts, 
cooperative, between Stapo and SD. Is that expression justified? 

A. No, that expression is not justified. To use that expression with 
justification it would heve to be necessary that there would heve existed farmore 
unity and union between the two organizations than actually existed when they did 
cooperate. 

Q.- Was the SD a means of collecting news and intelligence for the Gestapo? 

A. No, and the Gestapo never made such a request of the SD. 

Q- Was the SD am a domestic espionage system? 

A. I believed I answered a smkikx similar question on Saturday already in 
the negative. 

Q- Was it the task of the SD to refer individual cases for executive acts to 
tthe Gestapo? 

A. No, it didn't belong to the SD functions. 

Q. Witness, Oldach, stated before this Commission on June 10, page 703 in 
the German text of the proceedings, that the SD sent to his officeiirectly reports 
on crimes committed, and he was asked the following question to which he answered "YES". 
"Then there was not a speical news or intellizence service, because 211 the reports 
came directly to your office?" Express yourself on that. 

MR. TAYLOR: I think the witness has very thoroughlypovered most of the 


answers to the questions you put to him this morning. Seeme to me that it is more 


or pitches aa: you ask him Saturday. Tdney not be correct, but if my 


memory BS2*XEB serves me, the witness has given explanations and answers concerning 
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Ant 3 be tne questions weteh you asked this morning. They seem to be a repetition. 


DR. GAWLIK: The questions which I asked today result all from the Trial 
Brief and some of them take into consideration new points which were raised by 
the Trial Brief. 

MR. TAYLOR: Very well. 

DR. GAWLIK: But if the Commission should feel that the relationship 
of the SD to the Gestapo has already been sufficiently clarified, I could, of course, 
shorten my questioning considerably. 

MR. TAYLOR: It is the Commissioner's observation only and not a ruling 
or opinion that you have sufficiently covered it. That is up to you, mtI just 
mentioned that it happened to be a repetition. I'm not making any ruling on that. 
Go ahead. 

A. I have the impression on the basis of those proceedings that some question 
must have been misunderstood. 

Q- You are not to interpret. You are to tell exclusively what you think of 
that statement that witness, Oldach, hasmade. 

Q- It is not correct that any news intelligence material was sent directly 
to the Gestapo office. If Oldach speaks of reports, then he presumably meant 
that reports on individual cases were sent to the Gestapo, because it alone, the 
Gestapo, was to deal with such individual cases. I may sey that the witness a 
few lines down stated that there was no connection bwtween the SD and that the SD 
had nothing to do with all this. 

Q- If if should have happened in the city of Schwerin, would youthink it was 
only a matter of local circumstances or how would you explain that? 

A.I don't know how large a number of cases witness, Oldach, had in mind, but 

my assumption would be that he referred to only a few cases which by mistake were sent~-") 


to the SD and which then were forwarded to the Gestapo who was competent to deal with 
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them, or I could re-emphasize that it was not the task of the SD to follow up reports 
on political cases and incidents. 
Q-. If such reports on individual cases were sent on to the Gestapo, were those 
reports suitable material for the Gestapo to take individual action? 
A. On the basis of my expérience I might dévide the reports which we sent on 
to the Gestapo into three categories. The first category would be xumrai general 
reports on consideration of the mood and attitude of the populetion which would be sent 
by the Chief of office #3 to that of office #4, or to the officials of the SD to the 
Gestspo, and that would have not been exacchly the same manner as we would forward 
reports to other offices or authorities. The second kind of reports one could 
characterize by saying that they might refer to the Gestapo as an authority in 
charge of a certain sphere of life. One example would be a campaign which was 
iniated after July 20, 1944, and the court name of that campaign was Gitter which 
stands for fence. That campaign which I believe was ordered by the Fuehrer himself 
was to arrest all Communists and Socialists counsel not of State Counsel, City 


Counsel or former members of those Parties. In one day after that campaign had 


been carried out, the SD outposts reportedfrom practically all parts of the country 


that that campaign had created mch indignation everywhere, because it was concerned 
with the fact which had been in reality éleven years ago. In many cases, the sons 

of those arrested people were killed in the War or had received high distinctions. 
In various cases those people who had been arrested es former functioners of the 
Socialist and Communist Parties had coopprated in the Nazi Party, and all those 
reports were summarized in one report which then was forwarded to group 4, so that 
they would know what results the campaign Gitter had, and office #4 appreciated 

that summarized report particularly because it had presented that order from the 
very beginning and it used that report to prove to the State leadership that that 
order should be revoked, and I learned incidently at that time that many officials 


aided 
of the Gestapo suxak&z protection against that order and the third category of reports 
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which we sent on to the Gestapo were such reports which belonzed to the Gestapo, be- 
cause it alone wascompetent of dealing with them. Thet means that those reports from 
the beginning had reached the SD only by mistake, because people had not kept apart 
clearly the functions and competence of the SD and Gestapo. 

Q- The proceedings on page 1675 of the German test claimed that it was the 
function of the SD to bring to the attention of the Gestapo the most important, 
most insignificant remarks of every German citizen, is that correct? 

A. If we would have made such a demand to our honorary agents, they would have 
all resigned from their offices, because theyfwoula not have been eccordance with the 
principles of selection which we observed. 

Q- If the SD quoted critical remarks of individuals in its report, would 
such report mention those individuals by name? 

A. No, the individual case was always used only as an exemple, and our report 
would not say Mr. Smith or Mr. Jones stated as follows, but rather would say among 
labor servants or civil servants or among xutuiiacturzsiz intellecturals, one 
spoke as follows, and the quoted remark¢ would be given bp without mentioning the 
circumstances under which it was made,when, where, by whom, why or how. 

Q- The prosecution has used a book by Dr. Werner Best, P.S. 1852, which is 
quoted on page 16 on the German text of the procedédings and by which the prosecution 
tried to prove that it was the task of the SD to scaisisittioa’auunaiaies the Security 
Police. Was Best well acquainted with the tasks, methods, and functions of the SD? 

A. Best was an outstanding man as far as police angpolice law was concerned. 
As an assistant to Heydrich, of course, he was acquainted also with tasks of the SD, 
but he had certain opinions in that field which were merely and exclusively his 


personal opinions, and which not at all were the opinions of the SD. 


Q- Express yourself in regard to the claim made by Best that it was the purpose 
assist iv, 
of the SD to SH6SS#% the Sipo, respectively to be an assistant tool of the Stapo. 
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A. First of all I went tostate that this book was develoved out of a lecture which 
Best gave on German Police Laws, and it presents not only a description of things as 
they actually were, but also his personal scientific opinions. Best's position in 
regard to the functions of the SD can be understook only on the basis of his concept 
of the Police. On page 13, he calls his concept of the police an ethnic, and his 
definition of the function of the police was to protect the people of the ethnic 
unit against disturbances and destruction which would mean that his concept of the 
police was a tremendously im broad one, so broad that it practically did include 
@ll kinds of administrative functions. I do find a quotation on page 62 
which does show quite clearly that Best's book was a scientific study and not a mere 
description of existing conditions, and that he was much to close to the actual 
evidence to be able to describe them fairly withoutmistakes. He claims that the office 
of the Chief of the Security Police and the SD was called RSHA without the Reich 
Minister of the Interior. This is entirely incorrect, because the office to which 
he is referring was a so-called chief office of the Seéurity Police to which, for 
instance, the domestic and foreign Gt tee dic not belong at all. 
A few remarks still to his statements on the functions of the SD = first of ali that 
book was written before the issurance of the Funktionsbefehl (Functions Order). 
LT. COMDR. HARRIS: What is the date of that book? 
DR. GAWLIK: 1940 
LT. COMDR. HARRIS. What is the date of the order which is referred to? 
DR. GAWLIK: 1938 
A. I should clarify my last statement as follows. The defense of the formation 


of SD as given by Best mmuxgutiex shows quite clearly thet it mst have been written 


before that Functions Order has been issued. Secondly, Best does not draw clearly 


enough a separation line between the intelligence services whetk for observing domestic 


enemies and the intelligence service which is concerned with the spezes of life, but 


even for the time preceding the issuance of that Functions Order, the description given 
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by Best is incorrect, because even that time the SD was never a mere existing took of 
the Gestapo, because it always had been bhe function of the SD to observe the aims and 
inner tendencies of a group. It is indistinct to shmxrs observe in thks that connection 
that Best himself stated frequently that the work done by Dividon 2 ~- 1 was very 
unprofessional and that that work was diminished increasingly until it stopped en- 
tirely after the issurance of the Functions Order. 

Q. In his book Dr. Best furthermore states that for the first time the character 
of the police with SS has realized the principle of the infiltration of an institution 
of the people's structure in accordance with the principle of an order has been per- 
formed for the first time. Express yourself on that. 

A. This is nothing but wishful thinking on the part of Mr. Best which was not 
in accordance at all, gust as mch as his concept and definition was the police 
was not at all in accordance with German Police Law or Foreign Police Law. I 
believe that most officials or members of the Criminal Police of the Stapo would have 
been highly embarrassed if anybody would have asked them the general function of the 


SS. 


Q.- Document P.S. 1638 about the cooperation of the agency of the general and 


inner administration of the SD of November 11, 1938. In this document is also claimed 
that it was the function of the SD to, by an order, support the SecurityPolice. 

A. Three things have to be said in explanation of that order. First it was the 
first convention of any kind between any State authority and the SD. The purpose of 
that convention was to have one at least official statement of tha State authority 
on the purpose and function of the 5D. 

MR. TAYLOR: We will have a ten minute recess. 


Recess: 1124 hours 
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A. (Continued fromxmrmxkm before recess period) The second reason for the 
decree was to show to the civil servants that they were permitted to work within 
the SD. There had been ‘recurrences of cases where civil servants, because they 
had worked within the SD, were penalized. The third reason was that the Party 
had not recognised the intelligence service concerning its "spheres of xixzs life" 
section. This intelligence service had emanated from the SD proper. 

Q. I am now submitting to you PS 1956, January, 1936, Page 1343. This is 
an article from the Yolkischer Beobachter dated January 22, 1936. The article 
reads, “Staox'fhe Gestapo, the preventative activity of the secret state police 
consists primarily in the thorough separation of all enemies in the State in 
the Reichs territory. As the Secret State Police cannot carry out, in addition to 
its primary executive tasks, this obdeervation of the enemies of the State, to the 
extent necessary, there steps alongside tc supplement it the Security Service of 
the Reicns Leader of the SS, set up by the Deputy Fuehrer as the politicel intelli- 
genée service of the movement, which puts a large part of the forces of the movement 
mobilized by it into the service of the security of the state. The Secret State 


Police takes the necessary police preventive measures against the enemies of the 


stete on the basis of the reshlts of the observation." 


GHedddededk 
Will you please particularly teke into consideration the fact that the Reichs- 
sesiuaisais’ \nieidal eh established in 1939? Will you please inform us whether, in 
your view, tnis description cf the relationship between the state police and the 
SD is correctly described. 


A. We must first take into consideration the fact that this is definitely 


@ propaganda article, & a propaganda article concerning the Gestapo and not 


the 8D. It is important to consider that this article was written in 1936, that | 


Z 
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the clarifying directive of it, however, was published in 1938. At that time the 
intelligence service pertaining to spheres of life, which wes the task of Amt Three, 
wes in its incipient stage of development. Here, too, the fact remains that the 
task of living sphere intelligence could not be divulged to the Party. 

Q. The Prosecution has charged that the cooperation between state police and 
SD, as time went on, became a closer one. Is this correct? 

A. No, that is not correct. To the contrary. The cooperation after the 
division of tasks and respective gampak competencies became rather looser than 
closer. 

Q. Furthermore, it is charged thatthe SD functioned as a general staff for 
the Geetapo. Please teli us your opinion on that. 

A. That is e pronounced misunderstanding. I can, however, understand how 
this misunderstanding arose. Heydrich, in lectures which I anneal myself, 
repeatedly characterized the method of work of the SD as general staff work. 

He meant that, just as in general staff work, pieces of the mosaic were put 


together to make a complete picture. The SD was collecting a complete picture 


of the living spheres, made up of a great many details. 
1698 


Q. Page St8t/of the German document states that Gestapo and SD were esta- 
blished in order to fulfill special tasks in speciel caeest. Is this correct? 

A. I cannot answer regarding the Gestapo. It is surely not correct where 
the SD is concerned. The task of the SD wae a4 genetal one--the collection of 
the pieces of a picture derived from the observation of living spheres. 

Q- Charges supported by atfidavite of witnesses have stated that the SD, 
particularly while being committed, was charged with executive matters. Canc 
you explain that? 


A. I can only explain that this was done because of a completely false 


definition of the term “Sicherheitedienst." Perhaps it wes because everything 
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which wae done by persons wearing NSD on their uniforms was charged to the 
Sicherheitsdienst. The SD insignia, particularly while being committed, was 

worn by all officials of the SIPO and also all official personnel --even if theee 
people did not belong to the SD, special formation of the SS. We called these men 
" uniform wearers." 

Q- What was the reason why people who had nothing to do with the intelligence 
service of SD of Amt Three and Amt 6ix wore a uniform? 

A. In the first place, members of the SIFO eleo were members of the special 
formation of the SD within the 5S. Furthermore, it was necessery that everybody 
in the theatre of operation or in the rear area wear uniformus--and those uniforms 
were exactly the gray uniforme with tne insignia of the SD. 

Q. Wouldn't it be to the interest of the state police that the taske which 
they fulfilled seiitache to appear as tasks of the state police? 

A. Yes. There was a directive of the chief of the sicnerheits police end 
the SD, which was published by the chief of Ant Four, which stated explicitly 
that the chiefs of the state police offices and the chiefs of the committal 
groups and commitment am kommandos should mmxm pay attention to the fact that 
not everything appeared to the outside under the name of sicnerheitsdienst. 

This directive, at the same time, proves the mix-up of the &km designations. 

Q. Furthermore, the Prosecution cnarges tne SD with having created a group 
of spiee and informers in order to discharge ite duties. This is on Page 10 
of the German trial brief. Is this correct? 

A. Wo. 


Q. What do you understand under the characterization “avzent"? 


A. I understand under the characterization “avent", a person who brings 


information. 


Q. What do you understand by the word "informer"? 
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A. An informer reports cases with the end of having executive action teken 
for despicable motives. 

Q. What do you understand by ‘spy"? 

A. A spy, contrary to the informer, is sent out to bringp back information. 

Q. The co-workers of the SD--were they spies, agents, or informers? 

A. iio. 

Q. What were they? 

A. One must differentiate among severai things. In the fizst place, they 
were rot reguiatlyfemployed; it was honorary for them. The honorary ones were 
called "vertrauenswanner" or honorary co-workers, and the vertrauersmanner (men in 
whom confidence reets) were men who had a confidence in the SD that their news kk 
would be evaluated correctly--that the reports of the vertrauensmanner would be 
submitted to the Leadership as an example in order to stop bad situations, or in 
order to be able to take action upon positive suggestions. Furthermore, the 

was 


vertrauensmanne xm/a man in whom the SD rested confidence, that out of a decent 


motive his reporte would be objectively correct. 


Q. What was the difference between the vertrauensmanner of the SD and the 


informers, agents, and spies? 

A. Tne action of the vertrauensmanner was a selfless one. They did not wisn 
to have executive action taken upon a cese; they did not derive any profit from it. 
They acted in the interest of their nation. 

Q- M Was xemm it necessary for a vertrauensmanne to be qmember of the S35? 

A. No. He did not have to, and the greatest part of the vertrauensmanner did 
not belong to the M&itx SS. 

Q. Did the vertrauensmanner have to be members of the Party? 


A. Wo, not at all. 
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Q. The Prosecution has stated that the vertrauensmanner worked out of 
a@ifferent local offices. is that correct? 

A. It is correct, if one wishes to say that they were put in by branch 
offices of the SD or sectors of tne SD. Sukie But it is wrong if one wishes to 
express that there were several local offices supervising each other. 

KQ. Were no agents employed by the interior SD? 

A. Wot in the inland spheres of activity. Only where one could not count 
on @x the motives which could not be counted upon wita German vertrauansmanner. 
For instance, where it was a matter of observing the morale of foreign workers. 
Sresexnera That ia where agents were employed. 

Q. Was it the task of the vertrauensmanner to report on each pronouncement 
or action directed against Party, State, or leadership? This has been stated <x 
on Page 16 of the German translation of the trial brief. 

A. Wo. 

Q. Was it the aim of the vertrevensmanner to keep conspirators in power? 

A. Wo. This is disproved by the way in which wertrauensmanner were chosen, 
as well as by their methods of work. 

Q. Page 1764, German translation. The Prosecution charges trat the 
vertrauensmanner of the SD worked secretly. Is that correct? 

A. It offers room for misunderatanding, at least. It was public knowledge 
that there was axtmk such a thing as vertrauensmanner, and that these vertrauens~ 
manner busied tnemeeives within the intelligence service regarding spheres of 
life. Vertrauensmanner were chosen in such a manner as to offer a cross-section 
of the entire German population a in accordance with ite professional and social 


would have 
structure. That is why Party membership was not made a condition. In this way we/ 


received opinions only from Party members, Vertrauensmanner have repeatedly 


expressed their appreciation of the fact that they were permitted in the SD to 





re NNN 


Noil 
24 June 1946 
Hoeppner 
voice criticism and that there was an opportunity for objective argument there. 
There were quite a few of these vertrauensmanner who, from a strictly Party 
point of view, would have had to be considered enemies of the Party. I believe 
there should be hundreds of affidavits available to that effect. 

Q. Did the vertrauensmanner have an opportunity to decide upon the use to 
which their reports would be put? 

A. No. That vas a good thing, because it made it impossible for mtm/them to 
derive any advantage from then. 

Q. Did the vertrauensmanne hear about the use to which his reports & were 
being put? 

A. Generally, no. 

Q. Was the g vertrauensmanne acquainted with the tasks of the wa? SD? 

A. Yes. In individual conferences,in official discussions, again and. 
again, the task of the SD was outlined. 

Q. Did the vertrauensmanne work under cover? 

A. That is a concept submitted by the Prosecution. 

Q. That is why I am asking the question. Wasn't the vertrauensmanne one 
of the first to use a cover number? 

A. In the beginning ix of SD work, the vertrauensmannerhad received cover 
numbers for quite some time in the different sectors. That is to sey, they did 
not sign their names, but their ciphers. This, however, identified ro 


as well as if they had been signed with their names. That was because vertrauens— 


wanner who had made reports about bad situations in certain axkk spheres of living 


were attacked by those xmmpmmz responsible for these conditions. 


Q. Was that the case also since 19239, since the establishment of the 
RSHA, which is the basis for discussion here? 


A. I cannot state this for a certainty in the entire Reich, but it was not 
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the case in those offices with which I am familiar. Definitely not at the 
RSHA, itself. 

Q. Was the vertrauensmanne part and parcel of the interior sD? 

A. That is fundamentally a £& very difficult legal problem. 

Q. One moment. You are not to answer the legal question, but merely the 
factual question. 


A. It is my opinion that it is so, because the SD as an intelligence 


organization was not complete without these vertrauensmanner. Hi MREXT HA 


Q. How much knowledge did the vertrauensmanner of the SD have of the 
functions and taske of the SIPO and the SD in foreign countries or while in 
gummittait commitment? 

A. Aside from very few minor exceptions, they knew nothing whatever about it. 


Did the vertrauensmanner of the SD know the duties of the SIFO? 


No more than the German population in general. 


Did the SIPO make use of the vertreuensmanner of the SD? 
No. 
Was the SIPO acquainted with the matter of the vertrauensmanner of the SD? 


a. Het 


Q. Were the hoheitstraeger acquainted with the matter of the vertrauensmanner 
in the SD? 
A. They frequently claimed to have the right to become acquainted with it; 
but they — were informed of it, and they did not know. 
as 


Q. /Rik the # voluntary apperatys the SD transformed as time went on? 


A. In a certain sense, muyes. 


Q. How? 
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A. In the first place, because in wartime many vertrauensmanner were drafted 
into the army or committed ax to other labor services. Then because professional 
qualifications came into tne foreground when these vertreuensmanner were picked. 
Then, too, because during wartime women hea& to be used for this work. It wae 
very important to x know what effect certain events had on the female population. 
What their problems were in regard to food, clothing, and so forth. 

Q. Were the regularly-employed members of the SD voluntary members? 

A. If one looks at the concept of voluntary membership on the basis of the 
definition given by the Prosecution in March of this year, only a part of the 
employed members of the SD were their voluntarily. A great part of the professional 
members--which, I should think, were about 50%--ceither had to serve there Or WAE 
were detached from the Wehrmacht or from the Weffen SS on the basis of a legal 
directive. 

Q- Were the regularly-employed members of the SS by far the larger part? 

A. yes; most of them. 

Q. Were they pax Party menbers? 

A. It was not necessary for them to belong to the Party, mmk There were a 
great number of them who were not Party members~-and neither did they have to 
xm belong to the SS. 

Q. Could the SD empioyee resign from his position? 

A. Wot during the war. 

the 
Q. What was km/legal situation of the member of the SD regularly employed 


there , 


A. Insofar as he was not detached from another office or agency, he was & 


Party employee. 
Q. Did the SD member regularly employed there heave a decision on whether 


he was transferred to the occupied territories or not? 
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A. Mex No. He was ordered there without being asked. 

Q. Could ne refuse to be transferred to a kommando in occupied territory? 

A. Wo. There was an official directive stating that, in wartime, everyone 
had to serve where ne was put. This directive contained a clause stating that, 
unless they have a valid reasons for refusing to eccept an assignment, persons 
doing so would be put into a concentration Camp. 


Q. Page 61, German translation of the trial brief, skakmax quotes a statement 


by Heydrich in the year 1941, (voiced on the Tag der Deutschen Polizei), "Gestapo, 


KRIPO, and SD still are encompassed by the atmosphere of secrecy of political 
detective etories. The men who performthis work are charged in foreign countries, 
in particular, with sadietic inhumanity. In the interior there is a ministry of 
horror and fear, but a certain feeling of security because of their existence ." 

A. In the first place, I shall state that this quotation is removed from its 
context. As far as the SD is concerned, Heydricn certainly wanted to imply a 
certain irony. 

Q. Couid you tell us a little more about how Heydrich came to make this 
stetement? Is a that a correct statement of the relationship between SD, KXIRE 
KRIPO, and Gestapo? 


A. Nothing is said about their relataonehip. One could read into this 


xeitaxkanx connection between them. I believe that Heydrich merely wanted to mention 
those organizations which weré subordinate to him. The most important part,to me, 
seems to be that the German population derived a certain feeling of security from 
the SD--for it functioned in the interior. 

Q. Heydrich here says, "se ministry of fear and horror." Is that justified? 


A. Wo. Alwaye further widening circles of the German nation became 


acquainted with the SD in 1932, 1933, and 1934; and more and mere within this 
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they found an opportunity for criticism. 
Q. What brings Heydrich to meke such statements? Have you any explanation 
for it? 
A. I believe that it is taken gm from the context, and that the whole thing 
is rather ironical. 
Qx  G@iditixKahiiix 
COLONEL KAREV: The witness is not acquainted with Heydrich. Why 
should he be asked about him? 
DE. GAWLIK: I will go into the next part. 


BY DRg.GAWLIK: 


Q. I refer now to concentration camps. Did the SD in the RSHA issued, any 


directives regarding the instaliation of concentration capps? 

&. Wo. 

Q. Did the 5B in Germany ever own any concentration camps? 

A. Wo. 

domestic 

Q. Did any subordinate office belonging to the xmkexiax/inteiligence 
service ever issue any edicts regarding the installetion of concentration camps? 

A. Wo. 

Q. Was the domestic intelligence service, Amt Three, competent for the 
allocation of concentration camps? 

A. I only hear about the allocation of concentration campef. 


Q. Did Amt Three, the domestic intelligence service, ever issue any 


directives regarding the allocation of concentration camps? I am submitting to you 
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documents D 50 and D 46. Do these statements show you whether the Bw SD was 
responsible for the installation of concentration camps? 
A. The offices of the SD did not receive any such orders. 
COMMANDER HARRIS: I object to the response of the witness and ask that 
it be stricken from the records for the reason that he is purporting to testify 


as to what the documents say, and that translations of the documents which I have 


in hand show that they were sent for action, among others, to all commanders of 
that 
the SD; furthermore, /they were sent for information to all inspectors of the 


security police and the SD. In the case of Document 46, that they were sent to 
departments a one to seven, inclusive. 

DR. GAWLIK: Taking into consideration that objection by the Prosecution, 
I do not want the witnees to interpret the document. I want to ask him whether the 
leaders of the SD were responsible for the installation of concentretion camps. 

COMMANDER HAREIPS: My other objection sents Fuaacenunt to the previous 
answer: I have no objection to this new question being answered. 

MR. TAYLOR: The objection of the Prosecution is sustained, and that 
part of the answer cf interpreting the document will be stricken from the record. 
BY DR. GAWLIK: 

Q. I now submit to you Document D 46. The letter is distributed to the 
deputy of the chief of the SIPO and the SD in Brussels and the higher police 
chiefs and inspectors of the SIPO and SD at kkx departments one to wm seven, xixkka 
and jig eto of Amt 4 only, up to and including the departments one to seven. 
What do these addresses show in regard tc the competency of the Sd for the direc- 
tion of the concentration camps? 


A. First, it is important that the directive is not addressed to the sectors 


of the && SD, but is sent to the chief offices of the Staatspolizei. The 


inspector is an office which cannot be characterized as an SD office. 
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MR. TAYLOR: Hes the witness any knowledge or information concerning 
these orders? 
WITNESS: I have just read xkx then. 
MR. TAYLOR: Is he competent to interpret these orders? 
DR. GAWLIK: Yes. He was long enough connected with the SD. 
Mk. TAYLOR: Well, he saye he has never seen ee ot eleren this 
moment. 
WITNESS: Just because I have not seen them... I may be able to give 
question of 
an answer to the/direction of concentration camps as part of the functions of the 
SD. 
MR. TAYLCR: Very well. Proceed. 
BY DR. GAWLIK: 
Q. What is the meaning of its being sent to the chiefs of the SIPO and 
to the chiefs of the SD? 
A. em Departments Three and Four were subordinate to the commander of the 


SIPO and the SD in a genuine personal union. Since this is a task of the SIFO, 


the commander of the SIFO and the SD mextxk hed to be inforned of these orders. 


But that has nothing to do with the task of the SD. 


Qt? What departmentsof the SIPO end the SD were competent for that? 

A. Department Four. 

Q. Does the identifying number show this? 

A. The identifying number reade 432, and shows that it comes from Amt 4 
of the Gestapo. 

Q. If it would have been the duty of the SD, would there have been identifying 
initials? 


fx COMMANDER HARRIS: I think that that question has been asked and anewered 


and that we know the answer to it. 
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BY DR. GAWLIK: 

Q-MXXUMEXXEAWEIEK: For informative purposes, the inspectors of the SIPO and 
the SD are wentioned, and alec the offices one to seven. Does that show any 
competency? Will you explain what "for information" means? 

A. "For information" only means that the other offices were to be informed 
of xkek the fact that somebody x else is installing a concentration camp. 

&x MR. TAYLOR: I think that the instruments speak for themselves and that 
it is a little irrelevant here to take the time to tell us what the instrument 
means. 

DR. GAWLIK; It was only to explain what the word “information only" 
meens~--which the documents do not show. 
By DR. GAWLIK: 

Q. The document, D 50, is directed to the commanders of the SIFO and the 
SD and to the deputy of the chiefs of the SIPO and the SD. Which department of 
the commanders of the SIPO and the SD and of their deputies was competent here? 

A. Department Four. 

Q. Does the identifying signature show this? 

A. The decree emanetes from Office Four, and belongs xa in the competency 
of Office Four, and is signed by the chief of Office Four, 

Q- I am submitting a document-PS @428 106ZA. It is a decree issued by the 
chief of the SIPO and the SD, 2 January 1941, showing the organization of concen~ 
tration camps. Was that a directive emanating from tne SIPO or the SD? 

A. Competency of the SIPO is shown by the identifying mark and the addressees—- 


which do not show the SD. 


£fnexGomniaxion 
(A recess was taken until 1400 hours.) 
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ROLF~HEINZ HOEPPNER - Resumed 
DIRECT EXAMINATION - Continued 


MR. TAYLOR: Proceed with further examination of the witness 

BY DR. GAWLIK: 

Q. Did the S@ play any part in the putting of people, who were racially 
or political undesirable, in concentration camps? 

A. The SD had nothing to do with that. 

Q. I submit to you Document 2477, on sworn affidavit by Mr. Litzenberg of 
November 4, 1945. If and when the head of the RSHA and chief of Security Police 
and SD ordered the arrest and -putting into a concentration camp of someone, would 
he act in the capacity of chief of Security Police or chief of the SD? 

A. He then acted as chief of the Security Police, Sipo. 

Q. I also show you P.S. 1531, a letter of RSHA of October 26, 1939. 

measures 
Did the SD play any part in the carrying out of the/maxninerx described therefn? 

A. No, that can be concluded from the number and initials on the isuta 
letterhead es well as from the address, and as well as from the signature. 

Q By whom is it signed? 

A. Chief of office #4. 

Q- Was it a function of the SD to give the Gestapo the names of individuals 


to be put into concentration camps? 


A. That did not belong to the tasks of the SD. 


Q- I show you Document P.S. 1472, which is a telegram of the RSHA of December 
16, 1942, referring to the transferral of 45,000 Jews into concentration camps. 
The telezram is signed Chief of the Security Police and SD, signed Mueller. Is 
thet ameasure taken by the Security Police or the SD? 
A. This is a measure of the Security Police, as can be learned both by the 
sicnature of Mr. Mueller, the head of office #4, the Gestapo, as well as of the rt 


filing number IV B 4, which is a Gestapo number. 
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Q- I'11 show you documént P.S 1063 D, letter of December 17, 1942, which is 
directed to a number of 6ffices, inspectors of the Security Folice and the SD, and 
the prosecution concludes from the fact that the fact is mentioned xxxiks SD in the 
address of the letter, that the sD cooperated in carrying out of the contents of 
that letter. Will you please express yourself on that? 

A. That is incorrect and that can be proven by a number of points. First, 
that is signed by Mr. Mueller as head of department #4. Secondly, by the file 
number with the IV © 2. Thirdly by the fact that it shows the department number, 
then the file number on the head of the letter which also repeats IV C 2, and lastly, 
to which addresses the letter went were not reaaly SD offices. 

Q. The letter was addressed to officials who were holding offices both in the 
Security Police and SD. In what function did they receive theletter? 

A. The letter went to people who were actually two offices, and it was addressed 
to them as holding offices in the Security Police. 

Q. I'm showing Document L-41, letter of March 23, 1943, concerning the tncrease 
of sending people to concentretion camps. Would the same hold true as for the pre- 
ceding document? 

A. Yes, the same is true. 

Q- I'm showing you Document 1-63 E, Ordnance of June 25, 1943, regarding the 
increase of putting people into concentration camps. Is the same true in regard to 
this letter? 

A. Yes, the same is true. 

Q. I show you P.S. 701, a letter of April 21, 1943, a g#kteletter written by the 
Minister of Justice referring to the sending of Poles and Jews from jails. Did the 
SD cooperate at all in any way in the carrying out of the measures described within 


that document? 


A. No, that is purely a Gestapo function. 2 L 





Com. B. 


i NN 


1400 - 1530 hours 

24 June 1946 

Hoeppner 

Were employees of the SD used in the guarding of concentration camps? 
Certainly not as officials of the SD. 


Was any sub-unit of the SD used as such in the guarding of concentration 


No. 

On page 1179-80 of the German Text of the proceedings it is claimed that 
the SD was an espionage service who traced down people for the Gestapo and the 
Criminal Police. Is that ture? 

A. No, that is incorrect, and I make reference to statements I have made 
previously. 

Q. It is stated corrected on page 1737 that the Chief of the Sta Security 
Police and SD had the authority to determine the length of protective custody. 

The prosecution concludes from that statement that the SD had a joint responsibility. 
If he acted in that manner, would he act in his function as chief of the Security 
Police or as chief of the SD. 

A. He acted as chief of the Security Police. 

Q- Did the SD never learn anything about the affairs in the concentration 
camps? 

A. Office #3 of the RSHA of the SD did never receive any reports about the 
affeirs of the concentration camps. If they would have received any, they would 
have been used in the same manner as other reports were used. 

Q- I make you acquéinted with a statement by Kaltenbrunner, who said that he 
learned through domestic news and intelligence service about the affairs as they 
existed in the concentration camps. Would that mean that the SD actually was con- 
cerned with the state of affairs as they existed in the concentration camps? 


A. I can only repeat that no reports aboutaffairs within the concentration 


oo" 
camps were received at the 5D. If they would have received them, they would have 7 | 
\ 
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been used as usual, unless Kaltenbrunner is mistaken at all he mst have received his 
reports s&xamy through individuals who report to him directly. 

Q. I bring to your knowledge the statements made by Milch on March 11, 1946, 
page 5632. In the reply to a question who showed him the concentration camps, he 
anewered"it was one of the officials of the SB. I assume it was the Commandant 
of the camp, but I don't remember his name." xpress yourself on that. 

A. Milch apparently was confused by the fact that there was an SD on the 
sleeves of the officials who guided him through the camp. 

Q. The witness, Blaha, in the session of January 11, 1946, and he is a 
man who was at Dachau from 1941 to 1945. He stated in reply to a question: "To which 
office the men who were employed in the camp were attached." Hereplied, "It were 
SS men andmost of all SD memunmixtke. Around the end there were some members of the 
Army, but the leading people were all 55 men." Express yourself on that statement. 

A. Again the same error is obviously here. The witness apparently assumed 
that everybody who had a SD on his sleeve belonged to the intelligence function 
of the SD of which we are speaking, but that is wrong. 

Q- The witness, Francsis Boix in the session of January 29, page 3454 

of the German proceedings states the following in regard to the Camp Kuschin. 
"In the Barracks #2, there were Russian officers, Yugoslavian and French men and 
even a few Englishmen. Nobody was permitted to go in there with the exception of 
two leaders of the SD - that was the Commandant of the Camp and the internal and 
external Commandant." Express yourself on that? 

A. That is the same error which I described in answer to the last few questions. 

Q. I'm submitting to youDocument P.S. 1065 B, a letter of July 26, 1943, in 
regard to the creation of work ke training camps. Did the SD have any function 


in the creation or administration of those camps? 


A. No. You may conclude that from the fact the letter is not addressed to the. 


j 
J 
4 


SD, that the body of the letter speaks of the Gestapo, that many similar orders 0 
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relate to the work of the Gestapo in regard to such work training camps. 

Q- The letter states that those work training camps were subordinate to the 
chief of the Security Police and the SD. In what capacity were they subordinate 
to those individuals. In his capacity of Security Police chief or chief of the 
SD. 

A. In his capacity of chief of Security Police. 

Q- I now come to the next point which is to prove that it did not belong 
to the duties and functions of group #35 A to commit crimes against peace, the 
laws of war and humanity, and to prove what actually the aims of group 7#3A have 
been. What was the structure of group¢ #34 from 1939 to 19457 

A. The definition of group #3A was the following: legal questions, administration 
ethnic structure and police law. The terms used in that office during the five-years' 
period about which you have been asking me - the terms have changed mg, but the 
function never changed. In 1939, for instance, group 3A was actually called group 
3c, and the subsequent group 3 C was called #3A. 

Q. We are not interested in such details. Describe briefly the functions 
of group GAlxkiekxhamxextsx as they existed around the end of the war. 

A. The struction was as follows: 3A- 1 was concerned with general questions 
regarding the spheres of life - 3A- 2 is legal questions; 3A-3 administrative 
questions: 3A - 4 seneral ethnic problems, and 3A~5 police law, and that structure 
was holding true during the major part of that period of time which you have been 
asking me. Office 3 A-l was concerned with two main problems. On genersl personel 
problems as existed for the entire group 3, and secondly gencral problems 
concerning the spheres of life. Later on that group 3A~l was made independent 


and became 3-S thich was directly subordinate to the Chief of the office. 


Q- The prosecution has charged that the 


8rToup 3A-1 devoted itself to illezal 
Ss 
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tasks. I make reference to pace 1699 of the German proceedings. I, therefore, 
consider it necessary that you give a few details of the activities of office 
SA-1. Perhaps you can give a few examples of ashe actual work done by 34-1. 
A. I stated already that ZA-1 was concerned with personnel problems con- 
cerning all employees of group 3. 
Q. They are not of interest. We are interested in other fields of activity? 
A. Furthermore we were concerned with general problems concerning the methods 
employed in the spheres of life. There was nothing else we did. For instance, 
we studied and worked over the manuscripts of lectures somebody wanted to rencer 
in regard to the SD. E might say that the main importance of 3A—-1 was in the 
field of organization. 
Q. Express yourself on the claim that the work done by 3A-1 was of an 


illegal nature. 


LT. COMDR. HARRIS: I don't recall anywhere in the proceedings 


that it was contended that the work¢ of 3A-1 was illegal. Now it may have come into 
the record at some other time. What page of the record are you referring to? 
DR. GAWLIK: German text, page 1699 

A. May I add a few words. Department 34-1 was not dealing with any questions 
of an illezal nature. We were not dven dealing with secret matters there. Secret 
was neither the fact that group 3A-1 existed nor were its functions and methods 
secret. Secret was only the individual summarizing report and the concret net- 
work of the SD staff, and that for reasons which are rather obvious. It would 
have been ubittanelssthe for foreign intelligence services to get ahole of one or 
some of the reports about the mood and temper of the German people, and therefore 


those reports were governed by those rules of secrecery which were prevailing. 


It is also trve that the functions of group 3A-1 were exactly the same on all 


levels of organization - both at the outposts and inner offices and at the main 
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offices. 

Q. Describe very briefly the structure and functions of group 3A-2. 

A. Group 34-2 was concerned with the result and consequence of legal matters 
on German people - laws and decisions of courts on the German people. 

Q. Give a few characteristic examples. 

A. One main problem with which we were concerned was the security of the laws. 
That means that the same crime got the same penalty. Certain people felt that for the 
same crime not the same panalty and not penalty of the same length, xix and, there- 
fore, the security and honestly of the law was endengered. Or another matter we 
were concerned about was whether thesame crime was always treated in the same 
manner or whether it was as the German proverb goes that the little ones are 
hanged and the big ones are going free. Another thing we were concerned about 
was the cleim that in certain legal fields, the laws were incomprehensive, and it 
was difficult to find your way through the jungle of legal ordnances. For instance, 


that was often claimed in the field of economic laws, as there were too many re- 


sixaxrs strictions - nobody can find his way through them. The office 34-2 also 


cooperated in the observation of a general reform of the law. One question, for 
instance, was the position of the justice of the people in a future penel law. 
Report observations were collected both among professional and laymen. They were 
studied in the different offices and collected and summarized in the RSHA, main 
office, and the summary report was given to the state authority concerned=—in that 
case the Reich Ministry of Justice. 

Q. Describe very briefly functions and activities of group 3A-3. 

A. It was concerned with the results of administrative measures of the pop- 
uletion. 


Q- A few examples. % 


A. An example from the last year of the war was the results which the 
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air warfare had on administration. It was described furthermore how many difficulties 
were created by the fact that there were uxeriapsingxesx overlapsing competence 
of different offices and authorities. It was tabulated how many authorities were 
considered competent in different situations. I remember, for instance, that tm no 
less than thirdy (30) authorities were concerned if an individual wanted to present 
some structure. The general problem of a reform of administration in Germany was 
one of the most important problems we were concerned with. Reports and observetions 
by people interested in problems of administration, both administrative officials 
and leymen and scientists who were concerned with administration in general - the 
parts of all those offices were collected and. tabulated in a summary report. 

Q. What were the duties of group 3A—42 

A. xieed 3A-4 was concerned with general problems regarding the attitude 
and moods of the population, where it mattered first that periodical reports 
should be given on the mood and the attitude of the mupisy people, and secondly, 
in addition to such general reports, specific problems were picked up and made 
subject of separate investigation. One example would be, for instance, the re- 
action to the people of the air bombardments, or another example, was to ascertain 
how much the reports given by soldiers who were on furloughs - how much those re- 
ports influenced the mood and attitude of the people. That department was also 


concerned with general women's problems. 


Q. Describe very briefly the activities of 3A-5. 


A. 3A-5 was concerned with questions of police nature and the reskin technique 
of legislation. A few examples - first of all the police and its problems were 
considered as one sphere of life.. Secondly the department was concerned with the 
general definition of the contact of police. That means that all matters referring 
to police were collected and made available through that department, and lastly, 


the department GA-5 hed to express itself on the formulation of certain legal 


terms. 
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Q- Was it the purpose mx of group 3A to hold in power conspirators whose 
intention it was to commit crimes against the peace, against the laws of war, 
or against humanity? or to help in carrying out those crimes? 

A. At no time was that the purpose of group 3A. 

Q. If not, then what was the general purpose of the work of group 3A? 

A. The purpose of the activities ofgroup 3A were just as the purposes of 
group 3 in general. =- To measure and to determine the results of certain facts 
and measures on the German people and particularly on those spheres of life which 
were the concern of group 3A - aim was to set rid of undesirable developments, or 
to initiate corrective measures which had been suggested in a constructive way 
by the people who had been interviewed in the course of the investigations made 
by group 3. 

Q- On page 1702, the prosecution has charged that it was one of the main. 
tasks of the SD the real ideological enemy of Nazi rule and two, to keep in 
power Hitler and his Nazi leaders. The prosecution understands under Nazi 
rule and Nazi leaders, those comspirators - that means participents in secret 
agreement for the commitment of crimes against peace, war crimes and crimes 


against humanity. What do you have to say to that? Answer thet question in 


regard to group 3A and the period of time from 1939 to 1985}. 


A. I cannot accept that to be the task of SA, and I mst make reference to 
my last answer. 

Q. Was it the purpose of group 3A to facilitate the Party in commitment 
of crimes against peace, humanity and war crimes. This question makes reference 
to page 2831 of the German proceedings. Answer that question in regsrd to group 
3h and time beginning in 1939. 

A. No. As far as reports were given by the SD to the Party, then it was in 


regard to wishes or desires of the population which had been expressed, and that 
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was done to enable the Party to feel those desires and to alleviate the conditions 
about which people had complained. 

QeIf it should and could be proven that individual members of the office 3A 
hed committed such crimes, would that mean that those crimes were committed not within 
the framework of the group 3A? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Was it ever made public in group 3A that the SD was used for the committal 
of crimes against peace, war crimes, and crimes ageinst humanity? 


A. No, I never learned anything of that kind. 


‘ 
MR. TAYLOR: Counsel yield appears to me that he has answered thé 


question of crimes azainst peace, crimes against humanity, etc. in connection with 
the group 3A about six or seven times. The Commission can't see where you are 
introducing any new evidence as to defense by this witness. 

DR. GAWLIK: I'm coming to the next part. 

Q. Did the SD maintain any courts to sentence Jews, Poles, Ukranians, and 
Gypsies? 

A. The domestic intelligence of the SD, office #3 did not maintain any court 
of that kind. 

Q. I show you Document F.S. 654, which is an exchange between Himmler and 
Thierack, regarding the sentencing of Poles, Jews, Mkranians and Gypsies. Were 
those people sentenced by the SD? 

COL. KAREV: The witness has stated time and time that the SD did not 
have any executive power. Therefore, it is obviously 2 waste of time to spend our 
time with questions which always will be answered in the negative. 

MR. TAYLOR: I think the prosecution's suggestion is correct end I have 
been trying to get defense counsel to see it in that light - that this witness 
has already given a very clear and concise explan=tion on the activities of 


what he is testifying about and the last few minutes has just been a repetition. 
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DR. GAWLIK: If the Commission should have thet feeling, of course, I 
should wu gladly agree, but there are only five questions remaining which I desire 
to ask, but it is a special point of the Trial Brief - 6 H of the Trial Brief which 
claims that the SD maintained summary courts against Jews, Poles, Russians, 

Ukranians, and the prosecution has produced documents which claim to support that 
point, and I have six questions altogether in regard to that one point. If the 
prosecution too should be convinced that those points cannot bdnainteined, I 

compelled 
should be <lad to drop those questions. Otherwise, as defense, I am/smnesrnsixto 
ask those questions. 

COL. KAREV: The prosecution is not willing to drop those points, but, 
of course, it is our conviction that if the answer to the question is no, then 
the witness is responsible for that answer. 

DR. GAWLIK: @omn That group H is an entirely new point claiming 
existence of summary points of the SD. I cannot drop that point and I have to ask 
those six questions covering that one point. 

COL. KAREV: It seems that the witness expressed himself quite clearly 
on the functions of the SD as he understands them, and it can not be expected that 


he would bring up any new material in any further questions. 


DR. GAWLIK: I think I should be grented the opportunity to give the 


witness who was holding a leading position in the SD to express himself on the document 


of the prosecution. All those questions would be answered by now, because there 
are only a few. 
MR. TAYLOR: Very well, proceed, but make an effort to confine yourself 
to important and material questions. 
Q. Were the people sentenced by SD courts? 


A. No. 
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Q- Document L-316 of the prosecution, concerning the treatment of the Poles 
and other members of Eastern peoples. Were those people sentenced by the SD? 
A. That document makes reference to the same group of people as previous 
document, and the ordnances to which that letter refers was as a whole never 
published. 
Q- For whet group of people was spetial treatment planned? Do you know 
that or don't you? 
A. I believe that there was a special regulation made in regard to Jews, 
and that was done, if I remember correctly, ium in one of the instructions 


of how the citizenship law should be carried out. 


Q. If the SD had noghint to do with the sentencing of those individuals, 


why was that letter addressed tgoffices of the SDT 


A. If the prosecution and sentencing of Poles and other Eastern people 
actually would have been transferred to the Poles, then, of course, that would 
have resulted in certain expressions — both in the legal profession and people 
in general and people concerned would have to prepare the SD for such a study - 
furxinstaneexxxx for mood and attitude it was necessary to inform the SD of 
such contemplations which were not legal procedure. 

DR. GAWLIK: No further questions. 
MR. TAYLOR: The Commission will take a ten minute Erez recess. 


Recess 1515 hours 
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Br COMMANDER HAKRIS: 
Wnen were you born? 
Februery 24, 1910. 
What university feducation did you have? 
Freiburg, Halle/Saale, 
I attended universities in/HAXAMXKMEX}XBAXKAERS Bonn, and Leipzig. 
Did you receive a degree? 

A. I @id not take the doctor's degree--only the state examination, senior 
government councillor in civil service. 

Q. What did you do before you entered the SD? 

A. I studied, and at the same time I served in preparatory duties in the 
SD. During that period I already wes active on an juusex honorary basis in the SD. 

Q. So your whole professional period has been in the SD? 

A. With the exception of three years of preparatory duty. I had practical 
mxpxx@x experience in law, because I was instructed in all the different sections 
of the law. 

Q. When did you join the SS? 

A. Simultaneously with the time that I joined the SD--in the Spring of 1934. 

When did you join the Nazi Party? 

On September 1, 1930. 

Were you a member of the SA? 

Yes, beginning Apri],@% 1931, until I entered the SS. 

And you considered yourself, all during this time, to be a loyel supporter 
of National Samke Socialisn? 


A. Yes. 


Q. And you believed in the vasi¥ philosophy of National Socialism as laid 


down by Hitler? e / 
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A. I delieved that Netional Socialism was ag a philosophy which, during the 
time it was alive, was necessary. 

Q. And you gave yam all of your support to that phildésophy of National 
@ax Socialism and to its leadership? 

Those are two entirely different things. 

First, then, you gave your entire support to National Socialism? 

tes. 

And you gave your full support to the leadership of National Socialism? 

As far as the leadership adhered to the basic principles as laid down 
pefore the mmx seizure of power on January 13, 1933. 

Q. One of the functions of the SD,and one of the functions in which you were 
personally interested,was seeing to it that the leadership did adhere to the 
policy of National Socialisn? 

A. That is not expressed quite correctly. It was one of the tasks of the SD 
to find out whether certain developments which occurred in the leadership would 
be to the detriment of the masses of the people. That was the reason for the 
development of the task pertaining to living spneres--that we should find out 
about developments that referred to people in leadership circles. So it became 
necessary for us to find out the reason for these developments. 

Q. So it was your duty to report any infractions of duty in the case of the 
leadership, so that that man could be eliminated? 

A. Bo that a change could be made in the situation which caused such 
developments. 

Q. Particularly if such bad developments occurred among the leaders of the 
Party, you took a special action to see that that wes reported? 


A. Those were developments like ali others--nothing in particuler,. 


4 
Q. So you were concerned in seeing to it that the leadership of the x 2 
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Party remained faithful to the principles of National Socialism? 

4. Wo, we were not a cupervi siommag organ of the Party. 

Q. xou are not suggesting that you were disinterested in finding out whether 
the leeders of tne Party were faithful to the principles of the National Socialist 
Party? 

A. It was one of the maim basic functions of tne SD not to change anything 
by executive action; put its task was fulfilled when sucn things were merely 
reported. 

Q. xes, and you reported any cases of wavering on the part of the leadership 
from the principles of National Socialisn? 

A. ‘he perspective is wrong. We did not report on the wavering of tne 
leadership, out we reported on tne reaction of the messes of tne people to the 
measures of the leadership. 

Q. I am talking about, not the top leadersnip, but the <anhanasie fartner 
down in tne Party. 10u were particularly concemned--and the SD as an orgenization 
was particulariy concerned=-that the leaders farther down were always feitntui 
to the principles of National Socialism, weren't you? 

A. No. We observed the people, and we found out what effect the measures of 
the leadership--also the intermediary leadership~-nad on the people. 

Q. And among the people thatfou observed were Party members? 

A. We did not observe people. We observed spheres of life. 

Q. Yes, and in the spheres of life there were members of the Party. You 
have already testified to that this morning. 

A. tes. 

Q. And you were particularly concerned that the reaction of these people 
who were in the Party,and who were leaders of the people, was gummtank consistent 


with the principles of National Socialism? 


i Q 
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A. That is the point of view which I have just rejected. We did not observe 
the people, but the effeat on the entire population. The focus was directed to 
the individuals anda to the total mass of the individuals. 

Q. What were your duties when you were in charge of the press in the 
Oberabscnnitt? 

A. It was my first assignment. It was merely that I nad to report to the 
fuehrer of the @Qumrnag Oberhauptamt on the contents of the press. 

Q. What press? The public press or the secret press, or both? 

A. First, the public press--and there hardly was any secret press. If at 
any es cee very rarely, a clandestine leaflet fell into our hendse, it 
was the duty of the Gestapo to take action against the publishers of this leaflet. 
If we@x found it--not if the Gestapo found it. It was almost always the case that 
the Gestapo knew about it before we did. All fmmk gendarmerie and landrats offices 
had to bring in immediately any such leaflets. 

axe Q. Yes, but you in the SD nad by far the largest network of informers. 
You had thousands of informers to the Gestapo's hundreds. 

A. But our vertrauensmanner were not informers who were sent into some 
organization. They were vertrauensmanner who observed the population. 

Q. And, in observing the population, maxfa as far as the press was concerned 
was there a duty to bring in to you copies of the publications they found? 

A. They were not to ve submitted to us, but to the police. 

"V~Men" 

Q. Then the xextraumamuannex/actualiy submitted information directly to tne 
police? 

A. It ha@ nothing to do with the fact that they were V~Men; it was the duty 


of every German to immediately turn in any illegal publication to the police. 


The continuation of illegal Ba parties was considered by law to be high treason, 


or 
and the distributger of such leaflets was,according to the German jurispri- 


dence, to be considered an accomplice to the deed. Those things had 
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nothing to do with the task of the SD. 

& Q? Well, the fact is that the V-Men did encounter leaflets; whether they 
were, in their opinion, treasonable or not, if they had information valuable to 
you they brought theg in, didn't they? 

A. I do not know of any such cases. 

Q. Well, what did you report in the press? 

A. I reported on the entire contents of the paper so that he would notheve 
to read the paper nimself. The report was organized into foreign policies, 
internal policies, cultural policies. My basic duty as an SD man was to report on 
the effect of the make-up of the paper on the German population. 

Q. And the fact that you reported the effect on the German population was 80 
that, if the leadership felt that that paper was having an injurious effect upon 
the people, appropriate action could be taken by the Gestapo or some other agency 
to control it? 


A. The purpose was that the paper should be written in such a manner that the 


wow® —» 
German population reallyjread it with interest, 80 tha fmok that mot everybody would, 


say every paper had the same contents. 

Q. If there was anything which you noticed in the press which was a reaction 
again National Socielism, you underlined that in your report? 

A. Such ea thing never happened. The papers in the most part were boring. 
At the moment we are referring to a period from 1934 to 1935, when the entire dust 
duties of the SD were ina stage of development; one could refer to it as the 
embryonic stage of the intelligence service. The entire development otxtkhextask 
of the structure of the organization has not been discussed, because I have been 
interrogated only about the period after 1939. 

Q. I am asking you now about your personal experience in the SD. 


A. Yes. 
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A. tes. 

SD 

Q. What were your duties in the/Oberabschnitt in the years 1936-1940? 

A. At that time I wae not in the oberabschnitt, but I was xkabefurhe 
stabsfuehrer of tne leitabschnitt--beginning the firet of Ba November, x294 1937. 
As previously stated, I was on leave during the months before. 

wx Q. I think that the questions are clear enough. We want to cover this 
as quickly as possibly. I simply asked you what your duties were in the oberab- 
schnitt in Dresden in 1937? 

A. I was mm stabsfuehrer at that time in Operabschnitt Dresden. There was 
no such rank later. 

Q. I didn't ask you your rank. What were your duties? 

A. I was a deputy of the abschnittsfuehrer and managed the entire interior 
proceedings. I inspected the intelligence service net, in particular, and saw to 
it, again and again, tnat the brancn offices enlarged their intelligence nets. 
That was the period when the enlarging of the intelligence mk nets was the most 
important part of the SD. 

Q. What type of intelligence were you gathering at that time? 

A. During this time we collected reporte regerding the morale and attitude 
of the population. 

Q. The attitude toward National Socialism as it was being applied? 

A. Attitude and morale. 

Q. Where did you piace your V-Hen? 


A. We solicited V-Men in all layers and circles of the population, § 


») 
we found a decent person who seemed willing to cooperate, fe spoke to him and asked 


him to work with us. 


A. And you even took people who were not decent persons, as you said this 


- 


morning? 
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A. I cannot recall that I said that. 

Q. 2mm The point is that you took people who weren't loyal to National 
Socialisn. 

A. Yes, who took a critical attitude. 

Q. And the reason you took those people was that they had SMEWEXE access 
to people who particularly interested you? 

A. The reason was that we wished to find out the reactions of the entire 
population. It would have been a mistake to limit it to Party members. That 
we developed our task was due to the fact that there was hardly any possibility 
of criticism anywhere. 

Q. And you located V-Men in churches, for example? 

A. No. We had V-Man who did not resign from the clmrch. We didn't even 
ask then. 

Q. I didn't say that. I mean that you used V-Men inside the church. 

A. Are you referring to the d&e church as an organization, or as an edifice? 

Q. As an organization, of course. 

We interrogated Y~Men regarding their attitude and tolerance of religious 

life. 

Q. You know well that you were not interested in the attitude of the 


V-Men themselves. You were interested in what the V-Men reported about the 


grou-ps of people in which they circulated, weren't you? 


A. Yes. 
Q. And you sought to find V-Men in the Catholic ghurch, for instance? 
A. We attempted to find V-Men who reported to us on the effects of measures 


on the Catholic population. 
Q. Yes, and the Catholic @mrch as an organization? 


A. My own experience does not embrace any area where the Catholic 


Church at that time as an orgenization had any influence. 
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Q. Then you sought to place them in the Protestant Church? 

A. But not for the purpose which the Prosecution seem to imply--in order to 
spy on the Cmrch. We placed them there rather to find out what people who 
belonged to such circles had to object to in certain measures. 

Q. And you phaced your informers in factories, in schools, and in every place 
where you thought they would have access to large groups of people? 

A. ‘The V-Men were chosen from the people, and they were a part of the people. 
We did not place a V-Man in the school, but we asked for a report comerning the 
séhool--for instance, regarding the relationship of the school's political youth. 
It had become one of the most serious problems, particularly in later times, that 

which were attacking each other, 
two lines of educationyaffected the German youth. It led to such things as there 
hardly being any young people who wanted to become teachers. But these tnings go 
too much{nto detail, and the professional experts would be much more qualified to 
talk about them. 

Q. I agree that we are going too much into detail, and the reason is thet you 
are not answering the questions I ask. The question R I put to you was a very 
simple one, and it was this: Did you seek to locate V-Men in the Church, in the 
School, in the Factory--throughout the life of the German people, in every section? 

A. We intended to have V-Men in ail spheres of Life. The School is nota 
sphere of life, but education is. 

g MR. TAYLOR: Will the witness be reminded that it is only necessary for 
him to answer the questions of counsel. I am sure that, if he wants to know the 
details, he will ask them. Listen to the question and reply intelligently, but 
answer the counsel's question. Proceed. 


Bx COMMANDER HARRIS: 


Q. Now, what were the primmipkaxmz principal matters that you reported upon? 


What was the principal intelligence that was collected at the leitabschnitt in ) 


LA 
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Dresden? 
A. Intelligence regarding ail living spheres. 
Q. What did you do during the year 1940 to May, 1941? 
A. From January, 1940 until April, 1940, inclusive, I was still in Dresden. 
Beginning with the first of May, 1940, I was abschnittsfuhrer in Posen. 
Qs And you were abschnittsfuhrer in Posen from 1940 to 1944? 
A. Until July, 1944. 
Q. Then you went to the RSHA headquarters? That was the first and only 
time that you served in the headquarters of the RSHA or the SD? 
A. xes, put in my capacity as abechnittsfuehrer I regularly tciin ¥ Berlin. 
Q. Now I am interested in the SD formation of the 5S under Kalt, "Vine pal 


tne duties of that SD formation? 


A. Is this a question of the ewuméer formation of the SD? 
Q. I don't know. Ynis is tne first time I have ever heard of an SD formation 


of the SS, and I want to know what it was. \) 


tre - 
er - aor 


A. The first day I was interrogated explicitly about the RLiaetore. of the 


eee 


Ss. I have stated that the SD formation in the SS consisted of members of the 
SIPO ana SD. I have stated that this formation did not heve anyx special task. 
Q. Are you including in this definition thes FT) 
‘ 
comandge? 
A. Theat has nothing to do with that organization. To make 
and E Lrn< vct@- fermationy SD men were also put in. The decisive factor is whether, 


during their attachment to this formation, their duties were that of SD or s1P0 


character. 


Q. Weli, as I understand it, then, the SD formation of the SS was just 
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an inactive group. 

A. It wae, at first, merely a special designation in its own main office. 
At first, in the central office and, later, in Amt One, the personnel office. 

Q. What we are concerned with here is the SD as an intelligence organization. 
You sxxcxomxtemks don't want ue to believe that the SD as an intelligence organi- 
gation defeloped out of the Ss, do you? 

A. Wo. 

Q. And it always remained under Himmler as Reichsfuehrer of the SS? 

yes. 

Q. And the personnel of the SD served in the various regional offices 
throughout the Reich and occupied territories? 

A. It is important to note here that by far the lergest part of the people 
belonging to the SD were not members of the 5S. 

Q. That is not the question. & you haven't answered the question. I asked 
you whether the personnel of the SD did not serve in offices throughout the Reich 
and occupidd territories. 

A. Of course. 

Q. And the personnel of the SD served in the Fansets groups and E exsue 
kommandos? 

A. As much as the personnel of the SIPO. 

Q. As far as this matter of the SD not all belonging to the SS, you are 
including ali of tne V-Men in that, aren't you? 

A. Yes. 

Q. And what we are concerned with are the regularly employed members of the 
SD, who, algost without exception, were members of the SS. Isn't that sof 


A. By far the lergest part of them was in the SS, but it wasn’t such an 


exception not to belong to the $S--particularly in wartime. L { 
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Q. As a matter of fact, you can't remember three members--regular officials-- 
who weren't members of the SS, can you? 
A. tes, I can. 
Wi Well, who? 
There were quite a few people there who were drefted and who wore uniforms. 
How did ym one join the SD if he wasn't drafted? 
iiua Usually by being asked by someone. 
Did he have to fill out a form, or enything of that sort? 
res. 
Q. Amd he had to certify that he was racially acceptable? 
A. That was not brought mpxky out by the questionnaire, but if somebody wanted 
to be accepted into the SS he was examined by an examiner from the Race and Settle- 
ment Office. 


Q. And if one joined the SD apart from these cases of drafting, of course he 


‘ lca 7 
Vi ov SA 
would have to join the SS too, didn't he? 


A. It was independent of it. Already before the war we had peoptie who were 
of too small a physical stature to he acceptable, and they worked with us. But 
these were exceptions. We must takef into consideretion here that at that time 
there were very few reguiarly-employed people. 

Q. tou do not deny that the SD--and I am kxkim t-lking about it always in the 
eikle te intelligence organizetion--was always considered a pert of the SS, do you? 
A. If one brings SS and SD into this comparison, one can do it only, in my 
opinion, from the point of view of tasks to be performed. 

an 


Q. Just so that we have some basis for/understanding, suppose that I call to 


your attention what Himmler said about it in 1937. I think you would accept ix 


the word of Himmler, wouldn't you? This is a spedch by Himmler on the organization 


and obligations of the SS and the police. “i now come to the organization of the 
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SS...Besides the general SS, there is the Death's Head, the SD, and the Race and 
Population System. I shall now discuse £ individual units in some detail." This 
shows that, at that time, Himmler considered the SD as part of the SS, doesn't it? 
A. In this instan@e, he discusses the formation SD. 
Q. Then I pass further along, when he comes to the SD specifically. "I now 
come to the security service. It is the great ideological intelligence service of 


the gm Party and, in the long run, also of the = State. During the time of struggle 


a for power, it was the only intelligence service of the SS. At tnat time we had, 


for quite natural reasons, an intelligence service with the regiments, battalions, 
and companies. We had to know what was gust going on on the opponent's side--whether 
the a Communists were holding qmeeting or not,and similar things. I seperated this 
service in 1931 from the units of the general SS because I considered it to be 
wrong. The secrecy was endangered; the men were too likely to discuss sxmaxyxdoay 
everyday problems." That indicates that he was talking about the SD as an intelli- 
gence service, doesn't it? 

A. It is very difficult to discuss this question without also discussing the 
development of the SD from 1931 to 1939. 

Q. tes, I think we know generally the development of the SD over that period 
of time. The question is as to what Himmler thought about the SD in 1937 when 
this speech was made. In any event, I would like to ask you just what spheres of 
life the SD investigated in general. 

A. All. 

Q. Well, for example. 

A. Law, administration, public health, education, science, culture, food, 


commerce, banking and stock exchange, labor and social work. 


Q. That's enough. I & went to cali your attention to one thing. in) tventy 


minutes ago you said that education was not a sphere of life in which the SD 
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was concerned. Now you say it is. 
A. I make said previously, not school-—but education. 
MR. HARRIS: , 
@&x Just to get the records clear, we will heave the stenographer reed ner notes. 
Nenmenen: "The school is not a sphere of life, but education is.") 
BY MR. HARHIS;: 

Q. I want you tO hear what Himmler had to say about education as a sphere of 
life. "fhe secusity police service was already separated from the troops in 1931, 
and separately organized. Xkxis Ite higher headquarters coincide today witn tne 
ghaxabaraitts oberabschnitt and the abschnitt. It nas its own officials and a 


great number of men in its command posts. At least 4,000 men when it is built up. 


ou spheres which it handles are 2mm Communism, Judeism , Fr Jroreve y 

AVAL he ou: 4 A ; 

/ reaction, Here, too, the details of the work are not of interest. The security 
WU 


Ads 


service is only interested in the great ideological px problems." Now, isn't it a 
fact that, in that period, tne spheres of life that the SD was interested in were, 
above all, those stated by Himmler? 

A. I can only say that it is very difficult to discuss these problems when 
there has been no interrogation regarding this time. The decisive pofnt is the 
directive outlining the functions which ultimately transferred all the duties 
enumerated nere to the Gestapo. The reason for that was that the SD, because of 
ite entire structure, wes not fit to fulfill these tasks. From within, it had 
developed the intelligence regarding living spheres. XmxkVSAxiaiyxtVIsxtheca 
func xiousxwxerextransfexrredxsxerxkoxkKextextaeas 

Q. So that, in July, 1938, these functions were transferred over to the 
Gestapo? 


A. The Gestapo had nad these functions before. At that time the security 


police stopped occupying itself with tnese functions. 
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Q. So the security police transferred these functions to the Gestapo, which 
was already interested in these functions? 

A. tes. But previously to thet chm it must be stated that tne SD dia not 
occupy itself, for instance, with tne individual gm Jew--put ratner witn tne 
entire Jewish problem. 

Q. Now you have identified this decree as separating the functions as of 
July, 1938. I want to call your attention again to document 1638 PS in that 
regard. 

A. May I gay here that the functional directive was issued in July, 1938, 
and in km the course of time was executed. I said that I remembered July as an 
approximate date. It may have been June or August. 

Q. At any rate this decree of July, 1938 was published after this so-called 
"“separational" function. 

A. Wo, it was a EE, PPR which ordered this separation of functions. 

Q. Iam referring now to an order appearing in the 1938 Reichsministerialblatit, 
which you looked at this morning, which is dated 11 November 1938. This decree 
was issued after this functional directive. Correct? I suggest that, as a result 
of this functional dix separation, the SD then was placed in a position where, 
rather than participate actively in the spheres of influence concerned with 
oppositional groups, its function in that connection was one of support of the 
security police which had tne primary responsibility. 

A. That it says in the directive, and I stated this morning how that happened 
to come about. 

Q. All I am Gone concerned with here is what the law said; and you have 


answered the question. 


(The Commission adjourned at 1655 hours.) 
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Amt 3 to the questions you asked this morning. Theysecem to be a ropititione 
DRe GAiLIK: Tho questions which I asked today result all from tho Trial 
Bricf and some of them take into consideration now points which woro raised 
by the Trial Bricf, 
Ite TAYLOR: Vory wolle 


DRe GiiLIK: But if tho Commission should fool that tho relationship 


the SD to the s alroady »een sufficiently clarified, I could, 


course, shorten my questioning considerablye 
Mike TAY LOR: It is tho Comnissionor’s obsorvation only and not ao ruling 

or opinion that you have sufficiontly covercd it, That is up to you, but I 
just montioned that it happened to ~o a repetition, I'm not making any 
ruling on thate Go aheade 

I have the impression on ~ of those proceedings that some 
question must have been misundersto. 

fou aro not to interprote You are to tell exclusively what you 

f that statement that witness, Oldach, has nr 

It is not correct that any .cws intclligence material was s ont 

directly to the Gestapo office, If Oldach speaks of reports, then he 
incividual cases wore sent to te Gestapo, 


ras to Goal with such individual cascs, 


and that the SD hdd nothing to do with all thise 
it should have happened in the city of Schwerin, would you th. 
only a mattor of local circ: svances or how would you omlain that? 
tber of cases witness, 
my assumption would be that hoe reforred to onlya fow casos 
sont to tho SD and whic then were forwarded 
vo deal with them, or ~- could roeomphasize that it 
SD to follow up roports on yr itica! SCS incidents. 
If such reports on individual casos were sont on to the Gestapo, wore 
thoso reports itablo material for the Yestapo to take individual action? 


& On the basis of my oxperionce I might divide the reports whic 


sont on to tho Gestapo into three categories, The first category would bo 
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gonoral roports on consideration of the mood and attitude of the population 
which would bo sont by the Chief of Cffico 7/3 to that of office 14, or to tho 
officials of the SD to the Gestapo, d that would have not boon oxactly 
the samo manner as wo would forword roports to other officos or authoritios. 
The sccond kind of reports one could characterize by saying that they might 
rofor to the Gestapo as on authority in chargo of a certain sphoro of lifce 
Ono exmaplo would be 2 canpaign which was initiated after July 20, 1944; 

and tho court nane of thas campaign was Gittor which stands for fonce 

That conpaign which I believe was ordered bythe Fuehror himsolf was toorrest 
all Cormmunists and Socialists counsel not of State Younsol, City Counsel 

former mombors of those Partiose In ono day after that campaign had been 

carricd out, tho SD outposts repor%e* from practically oll parts of the countr 
that that campaign had created muc:. ‘ndignation everywhere, because it 
was concerned with the fact which had be inreality eleven years 


In many eases, tho sons of those arrostod people were killed ih th 


7 . 


or had reccived high distinctio: 


' 5 | 
avrrodkar) 
3h LOO UCU 


as former functiono of the Socialist and Co:raunist Parties 
cooperated intho Nazi Party, and all those reports were summoarized 
t thich thon was forwardod to group 4, so that thoy would know 
oapaign Gitter hac, and office i appreciated that surmeariz 
roport particulakly because it had prosonted that ordor from tho vory 
vegimiing and it used that report to 
evoked, ait I lear..2d incidentally at that time 


of the Gestapo aided protection against that order 


of reports which we sont tc the Gestapo were such roports which 


belonged to the Gesteno, because it alone was competent of dealing with then, 


" 
Pe 


hat moans that those reports frou. ie beginuing had reachod tho 


ae 


5 


take, becauso people had not kopt apart cloarly the functions 
commotonce of the SD and Ge 
Q The proceedinss on page of tho German tost claimed thatit was 
the function of the §D to bring to the attontion of the Gostapo the most 
portant, most {nsignificant romarks of overy is tha 
If Wo would have made such a demand 


woulc heave all resigned from thoir :fficos, 
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in accordance with the principles of sclection which wo obscrvode 

Q If the SD quoted critical romarks of individuals in its report, would 
such roport montion those individuals by nano? 

A =-No, the individual case was always used only as anaxamplo, and our 
roport would not say lire Smith or llr, Jones stated a ollov but rathor 
would say among labor servants or civil servants or among intoloctualss 

follows, and the qioted romark would be 


iven without montion’ ng 


g 
the circunstances undervhich it was uc’lo, vhon, whore,. by whom, why 
Q The prosocution has used « book by Dr. Vcrnor Best, PeSe 1852, 
is quoted on page 16 on the German text of tho proceedings and by which 
prosocution tricd to prove that it was tho task of the 
Sccurity Policce ‘as Soest woll ac ix tmvod with tho tasks, 
functions 
is an outstanding manss far as police and police law 
to Hoydrich, of course, hows acquainted 
cortain opinicns in that ficld which woro 


andoxclusively his porsonal opinicns, and j not at all wero the opinions 
the claim mado by Best th 
of tho SD to assist Sipc, respectively to be aa assistant 
tho Stc LYOe 
to stat 

lecture whi Bost gave on Gormon Pclice Lawsy and it presonts not 
doscription of things as they actual wore, but also his norsonal 
opinionse Bost's position in rogard to tho functions ofthe SD can bo 
undorstocd only on the basis o is ccncopt of the Police, On pago 1s, he 
colls his concept of the police an co ni and his definition of the function 

the police was to protect the people of the ethnic unit against disturbancer 


and destruction which would mean that his concopt of the pelice was tremendous] 


Vee 


broad, so broad that it practically 1d include all kinds of 


functionse Ido find a quotation on page 62 which does show qiite clearly 


st*s book was a scientific study and not a mere description of 
ing conditions, and that ho was much tooclose to the actual evidence to 
able todescribe thom fairly with ut mistakes. He claims that tho office 


ti ~ <2 mal . . oO : 1 1 . 
ne Chief of the Security Police and the SD was called RSHA without t 2 Reic 





NL 


24 Juno - GH # 4 = Winklor H1088-0063 


Minister of the Interior. This is entirely incorrect, because the office 


to which he is referring was a so-called chicf office of the Security Police 


to which, for instance, the domestic and forcign intelligence service did 
not belong at alle A fow romarks still to his statements on the functions of 
SD «= first of all that book was written before the issurance of the 
Funktionsbefchl (Functions Ordor).» 
LT. COMDR, HARRIS What is tho dato 
Die GAJLIKs 
LT. COMDR: : vi s the date the order which is roferred to? 
Die Gi. LIZs 
I should clarify my last statement followse Tho cefonse of the 
formation of SD as given by Best si...s quite clearly that it must have been 
written before that Functions Ordor has been issued. Secondly, Best does not 
@how clearly onough 2 separation line between the intelligence services for 
obsorving domestic enomies and the intelligence service which is concorned 
eres of life, but oven for the time preceding the issuance of 
Order, the description given by Best is incorrect, bocauso 
the SD was nover a mere existing tool of the Gostapo, because 


_ 


hac been the funetion of She SD % 


to observe tho aims and inner 
of 2 groupe It is indisyinet to obsorvo in that connection ‘hat 
Bost himself stated froquently that tho workcone by Division 2 Iwas vi -y 
unprofessional and that thes work war ciminishec 
stoppod ontircly after the issvanco of tho Functions Orcers 
book Dre Best furthormoro states that for the first timo the 
horacter of the police with SS has realized the principle of the infiltrati 
lots structure in accordance with tho principle 
has ween performed for tio first time, Express yoursolf on thate 
This is nothing: but wis! a) tuiniins on the part of Mr, Best which 
in accordanc® at all, t as muchos his concept md dofinition 
police was not a 
Police Lawe I Wweliove that most officials or members of tho Criminal 
Would have boon highly ombarrassed if anybody would have 
hom the g0%moral function of tho SSe 


3c? 
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Q Document P§81638 about tho cooperation of the agency of the gonc-al 
innor adn tioi 9? November 11, 1938 In this document 


wat 
OT. 


is also claimed that o fu ction of the SD to, by an ordor, support 


Three things have to be id in omplanation of that ordore First it 


was the first convention of any kind botwoon any State authority and 


Tho purpose of that convention was to have at least official statemert 


authority on the purpose anc nection of the SDe 
TAYLOR: fo will havo oa ton minute 


1124 hourse 


A (Continuo. from before recess poriode) The second roason for the 
decree was to showto tho civil sorvants that they wore permitted to work 
There had boon occurrences of cases whore ci 
be@auso they had worked within the SD, wore penalizod, The 
the Party had not recognized the intolligonco sorvice concorning 


This intc’ligenece scrvico had omanated from tho 


om now submitting to you PS 1956, Jonuary, 1936, Pago 1343, 
is an article from the Volkischor FPoobacl dated ra oh 9 19366 
Tho articio reads, 
consists primarily in tho thorough separation of 211 onomics 
territorye As tho Scerct State Police cannot 
its primary cxecutive tasks, is observation of the 
the State, to the extent necessary, thoro stops alongside to 
supplement it the Security Sorvice of the Reichs Loader of the SS, sot up 
by tho Deputy Fushrer as e poli 1 intelligence service of tho movoment, 
which puts « large part of tho f .3 of the movoment mobilized by it into 
service of tho sccurity of » stato Tho Yecrct State Polico takos the 
ssaory preventive monsuros agains 5 enonieos of the state on the 
of tho results of the obsorvation," Will you please particularly 
consideration tho fact thot tho Reichssichorheitshauptamt v 
LISS? * dae o inform us w..cthor, in your view, this description 


ov the rolationshin, potwoon e state » and the Sl correctly describe: 
A “© must. fitst take into ne loratl or e fact that this is dcefinitc] 
a propaganda Qyticlo a propa ; a; the Gestapo aya not 


the SDe It $s gmportant - . that this arti , was written in 1936,that 
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the clarifying directive of it, however, was published in 1938. At that time 
the intelligence service pertaining to spheres of life, which was the taslk of 
Amt Three, was in its incipient stage of development. Here, too, the fact 
remains that the task of living sphere intelligence could not be divulged to 
the Party. 

Q The Prosecution has charged that the cooperation between sbate police 
and SD, as time went on, became a closer onee Is this correct? 

4. Noy that is not correct. To the contrarye The cooperation after 


the division of tasks and respective competencies became rather looser than 


Furthermore, it is charged that the SD functioned as a general staff 


Gestapoe Please tell us your opinion on thate 


* 
‘ 


That is a pronounced misunderstandinge I can, however, understand 


ho this misunderstanding arose. Heydrich, in lectures whi e:ided 
uysclf, repeatedly characterized the method of work of the SD as general staff 
wor'ze He meant that, just as in gencral staff work, pieces of the 

put together to make a complete picture. The SD was collecting a 


picture of the living spheres, made up of a great many details, 


Q Page 1698 af the German document states that Gestapo and 


established in order to fulfil special tasks in special c: 


4 


i I cannot answer regarding the Gestapoe It is surely not correct 
where the SD is concerned. The task of the SD was a general one -= the 
collection of the pieces of a picture derived from the observation of living 
spheres» 

Q Charges supported by affidavits of witnesses have stated that the 
SD, particularly while being conmitted, was charged with executive matters. 
Car. yOu explain that? 

4 I can only explain that this was done because of a completely false 

BLINIGs of the term "Sicherheitsdienst ¢'! Perhaps it was because overytiv 
which was done by persons wearing NSD on their uniforms was charged to the 
gicnorheitsdienst. The SD insignia, particularly while being comultted, was 


worn yr all officials of the SIPO and also all official personnel -- even if 


these people did not belong to the SD, special formation of the SS- ‘Je 


Noe 
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called these men "uniform weare TS" 


Q What was the reason vhy peovle who had nothing to do with tic 
intelligence service of SD of Amt Three and Amt Six wore a uniform? 
A In the first place, members of the SIPO also were ; 
special formation of the SD within the SSe Furthermore, it was necessary that 
everybody in the theatre of operations or in the rear area wear uniforms -- 
and those uniforms were exactly the gray uniforms with the insignia of the SDe 
Q Wouldn't it be to the interest of the state police that the 
which they fulfilled be made to appear as tasks of the state police? 
\ Yese There was a directive of the chief of the Sicherheits po 
and the SD, which was published by the chief of Ant Four, which stated 
explicitly that the chiefs of the state police offices and the chicfs of the 
committal groups and cormitment Ionmandos should pay attention to the fact 
that not everything appeared to the outside under the nane of sichcrheitsdiens: 
Cirective, at the same time, proves the mix-up of the designotions.e 
Q Furthermore, the Prosecution charges the SD with havine er ated a BLO 
of spies and informers in order to discharge its dutics. 
of -he Gernan trial bricf.. Is this correct? 
Lh Noe 
Q What do you understand under the characterigation "scent" 
A TI understand under the characterization "agent", a person iho brings 
iatione. 
Q What do you understand by the word "informer"? 
A An informer reports cases with the end of having executive action 
for despicable motivese 
What do you understand by "spy? 
4A spy, contrary to the informer, is seht out to bring back infornat3 
The co-workers of the SD -- were they spies, agents or informers? 
Noe 
Q What were they? 
A One must differentiate among several thingse Inthe 


were’ not regularly employegis it was honorary for theme The 


calied "vertauensmanner" or honorary co-workers, and the vertrauensmanner ('tmen 


in vhom confidence rests"} were men who had a confidence inthe SD that their 
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news would be evaluated correctly -- that the reports of the vertauensmanner 
would be submitted to the leadership as an example in order tosdop bod 
situations, or in order to be able to take action upon positive su; 
Furthermore, the vertrauensmanne was a men in vhom the SD rested confidence, 
that out of a decent notive his reports would be objectively correcte 


Q What was the difference between the vertrauensmanner of the SD and 


the informers, agents and spics? 


A. The action of the vertraucnsmanner was a selfless once 


not wish to have executive ion taken jpon a case; they did not derive any 
prefit from ite They acted in the interest of their nations 
Q Was it necessary for avertrauensmanne to be a member of the SS? 
A Noe He did not have to, and the greatest part of the vertraucnsmanner 
iot belong to the SSe 
Q Did the vertrauensmanner have to be member 
A No, not at alle 
Q The Prosecution has stated that the vertrauensmanner worked out of 
srent local offices. Is that cor:cct? 
it is correct, if one wishes to say thet they were put in by branch. 
the §D or sectors of the SDe But it is wrong if one wishes to 
that there were several local offices supervising cach othcre 
Were no agents employed by the interior SD? 
Not in the inland spheres of activitye Only where one eculd not 
the motives which could not be counted upon with German vertrauensnn 
nore For instance, where it was a matter of observing the morale of foreicr 
workerse That is where agents were employed. 
Q Was it the task of the vertrauensmanner to report on cach pronounce. 


% : 
si 5 nas oeen 


a ae . * ney , ; ‘ = 
mene or action dirccted against Porty, State, or leadership? This 


stated on Page 16 of the German translation of the trial bricf, 


Was it the aim of the vostraucnsmanner to keep conspirators in power? 
This is disproved by the way in which vortrauensnanner + 


ee til 


chosen, as well as by their methods of work. 


Q Page 1764, German translatione The Prosecution charges that the 
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vertbauensmanner of the SD worked secretly. Is that correct? 

4 It offers room for misunderstanding, at leaste It was public 
knowledge that thdre was such athing as vertrauensmanner, and that these 
vertrauensmamner busied themselves within the intelligence service regarding 
spheres of lifee Vertrauensmanner were chosen in such a manner as to offer 
a crossesection of the entire German population in accordance with its 
professional and social structurce That is why Party membership was »ot made 
& conditions In this way we would have received opinions only froin Party 
menberse Vertrauensnanner have repeatedly expressed their anpreciation of the 
fact that they were permitted in the SD to voice criticism and that there was 
opportunity for objective argument theree. There were quite a few of these 
vervraucnsmanner who, from a strictly Party point of view, would have had to 
be considered enemies of the Partye I believe there should be hundreds of 
affidavits available to that effect. 


Q Did the vertraucnsmanner have an opportunity to decide upon the use 


to which their reports would be put? 


That was a good thing, because it made it impossible for then to 
derive any advantage from theme 
Q Did the vertrauensmanne hear about the use to which his reports were 
being put? 
A Generally, noe 
Q Was the vertraucnsmanne acquainted with the tasks of the SD? 


A Yese In individual conferences, in official discussi: 


ms, oF 
aga se the task of the SD was outlinede 
vertrauensmamne work under cover? 
a concept submitted by the Prosecution. 
Q That is vhy I am asking the oucstione Wasn't the vertrauensnan 
of the first to use a cover number? 
A In the beginning of SD work, the vertrauensmanner had received 
“x numbers for quite some time in the different sectors, Thot is te Say, 
did not sign their names, but their ciphers. This, however, identified 
their reports as well as if they had been signed with their names. That was 
beca.se vertrauensmanner who had made reports about bad situations in certain 
spheres of living were attacked by those responsible for these conditionse 
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Q Was that the case also since 1939, since the establishment of the RSH’ 
which is the basis for discussion here? 
I cannot state this for a certainty in the entire Reich, but it was ne’ 


offices whith which I am fmiliare Definitely not at the 


RSHA, itself. 


Q Was the vertrauensmanne part and parcel of the interior SD? 


sh 


That is fundamentally avery difficult legal probleme 

Q One momente You are not to answer the legal question, but merely the 
factual aquesticne 

4A It is my opinion that it is so, because the SD as an iniclili.ccnce 
org2..ization was not complete without these vertrauensmanncre 

Q How nuch knowledge did the vertrauensmanner of the SD have of the 


functions and tasks of the SIPO and the SD in foreign countries or whil 


com itment? 


4. Aside from very few minor exceptions, they knew nothing viiatever ab out 
Did the vertrauensnmamer of the SD know the dutics of the 
No more than the German population in generale 
Did the SIPO make use of the vertrauensmanner of the SD? 
Noe 


Was the SIPO acquainted with the matter of the vertrauensm 


wR GSS RESTS 


Noe 


Were the hoheitstraeger acauainted with the matter of the vertrauensmn: 


in the SD? 
i They frequently claimed to have the right to become acquainted with i} 
but they never were informed of it, and they did not know. 


Q Was the voluntary apparatus of the SD transformed as 


4 In a certain sense, yeSe 
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the first place, because in wartime many vortraucnsnanncr 3 
afted into the army cr committcd to sther labor services. 
qualifications came into the foreground then 
picked. Thon, too, becausc durin; wartine 
It was very inportant to know wh ffect certain cve! 


population. What thoir problems wore in regard to 


monbexrs 
at the concept cf volunt 


by the Prosccution 


[ssiional momberes 


or were detached froa 
a] 


dircetive. 


® 


ployed members of the SS } 


number cf them who 


position? 
THO Ware 
Wheat was the leral situation of the nem fF the SD 


nec t dec tache 2a 


oyee 
SD member resularly o 
vuransferred to the coccupicd tcrritorics 
was ordered there 
refuse to be transferred to 
official directive statin: that, 


one had 7 erve W ; was put. This directive containcd 


that, unless they have valid reasons for refusing t& 
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BY DR. GAITLIK : 


Q I refer now to concentration camps. Did the SD in the RSHA issue 
any directives regarding the installation of concentration canps? 


A Noe 


Q Ylas the domestic intelligence service, .imt Three, competent for the 


allocation of concentration camps? 

i I only hear about the allocation of concentration campSe 

Q Did Amt Three, the domestic intelligence service, ever issue any 
directives regarding the allocation of concentration camps? I an submitting 
to you documents D 50 and D 6. Do these statements show you whether the SD 
was responsible for the installation of concentration carps? 

A The offices of the $D did not receive any such ordcrs. 

COMMANDER HARRIS: I object to tho response of the witness and ask 
that it be stricken from the records for the reason that he is purporting to 
testify as to what the documents scz, and that translations of the docuncnts 
which I have in hand show that they were scent for action, among others, to al’ 
commanders of the SD; furthermore, that thoy were sent for information to al. 
inspectors of the security police and the SD. In the case of Document 6, th: 
they were sent to departments one to seven, inclusive. 

DR. GALIK: Taking into emsidcration thet objection by the Prosecui 
I do not want the witness to interpret the docuent. I want to asx hin 
whother the loaders of the SD were responsible for the installation of 
concentration camps. 

COMIANDER HARRIS: My other objection was addressed to the previous 
answer: I have no objection to this new question being answered. 

HR. TAYLOR: The objection of the Prosecution is sustained, and that 
part of the answer of intcrpreting the document will be stricken from the 
record. 

BY DR. GAVLIK: 

Q I now submit to you Document D6. The lettor is distributed to th« 
deputy of the chiof of the SIPO and the SD in Brussels and tho higher police 
chiofs and inspectors of the SIPO and SD at departments ono to seven, and the 
Bub-oh S1.008 of Amt only, up to and including the departments onc to soven. 
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For informative purposes, the inspectors of tne SIPO anc the SD are 


mentioned, and also the offices one to scven. Does that show any corpetency? 


oxplain what "for informaticn" means 
"For information" only means that the xr offices were 
t somcbody else 
iQ. TAYLOR: I think that the instruneonts speak themselves and ti 


little irrelevant here to take the time to tell us what the instrunent 


The decument,D 50, is 
the deputy of the chiefs of the 


mionders cf the SIPO and ti SD and of their deputics 


in the competency 


a - saoa»nn 
wecrec 1Ssucd 


Was that a 


of the SIPO is 
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Vv 
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OFFICIAL TRANSCRIPT OF TESTIMONY FOR 
THE DEFENSE OF ORGANIZATIONS, TAKEN 
BEFORE 4 COMMMSSTON ..PPOINTED BY TH 
INTERNATIONAL MILILRY TRIBUNAL PUR- 
SUANT TO FAR.GRAPE }} OF THE ORDER OF 
THE TRIBUNAL DATED 13 MARCH 1946. 


Mr. George Re. Taylor 2k) June 19,6 
(The COMMISSION RECONVENED ..T 1400 HOURS) 
ROLF=$HEINZ HOEPrNER - Resumed 
DIRECT EXAMINATION -- Continued 


;) 


™R. TAYLOR: Proceed with further examination ofthe witness. 


e SD play any part -.a the putting of 


or politically undesirable, in concentration 


i 


number and initials 


office 
a function 
be put int 
not bel: 
you Document Fe Se 1472, which is 2 telegran cf the RSH of 


aS \ 


16, 1942, referring to the transferral of 45,000 Jews into’ concen= 


ipse The telegram is signec Chief of the Security Police and SD, 


dimeller. Is that 2 ma 2 t:l:en by the Security Police or the SD? 
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This is 2 metsure of the Security Folice, as canbe lezrned both 


Fr 


signature of Mr. Mucllcr, the head of office #h, 


the filing numbor I’ Bl, “hich is a Gestapo numbers 


I'll show you docwant P. Se 1063-D, letter of December 17, 192, 


hich is directed te a numbor of ofxices, inspectors of the Sccurity Folice 


SD, anc the presecution concludes from the fact that the fact is 


Mi 


4 


montbioned SD in the address of the letter, that the SD cocperated in carrying 
contents of that lettcr. Will your please express yourself on that? 
That is incorrect, and that can be proverl by a nurbcr of points. 
ite Mucll-r as head of department #le Secondly, 
IVC 2. Thirdly by the fact that is shows the 
partment number, then the file number on the nead of the letter which 


r wont were not 


fficcs 


receive the 


offices in 


m1 Showing Document Lejl, Letter cf warch 23, 


9), 2 


June Dy a ths re= 


; the increase of putting people into concentration campse Is the same 


we 


writter 
referring to the nding of Pol and ; from 


aA Le 


d | 
the 


No, that j urely 2 Gee vo function. 


Were emp ees of the SD used in guarding of concentration camps? 


Certainly not as officials of the SD. 


856 
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Q (Was any subeunit of the + used as such in the zuarding cof concen= 


the Germ text of the procecdings it is claimec 


the SD wos an cspicnage service who traced down people for the Vestapo 


the Security 
sctive custody, 


prosecution egneludes fran tht, statement that the had a joint respon- 


‘ 


iLitye If he acted in that manner, wuld he act in his functionas chief 


ths ccncen= 


mncenbration 


used in toc 


miy repeat that 
canps were received by ° 
we been used as usval, unless Kaltenbrunner is 


ve received his reports through indivicual 


bring to jy know Ledge ; statements made 
xe 5632. In the reply to aqestion 
answered it was one cf thecfficials of 


the Commandant of the Dat it I don't remember his 


solf on thate 


IMANTCA 
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til 


as ecnfused by the fact that there 


as an SD 


him through the campe 


on the Slceves of the officials who guided 
The witness, Blaha, in ths session of January ll, 1946, and h 


Q 


He stated in reply to a questions 


attached", He 


WY 


was at Dachan from 191 to 195. 


which o the men wero emple-cd in the camp were 
replicd, “It was SS mon and most of all SDe &round the end there were 


of the Army, but the leading people were all SSmene" 


sclf on that statemente 
iain the sane error is cbviously herce The witness apparently 
assumed that everybody who hac leeve 
function of the SD of which we are speaking, but that is wronge 
ssion of dJanucry 29, 


to the Camp Kuschin. 


Oo 


ussian officers, Yugoslavian and French men 


#f 3 there 
N mitted to go in there with the 


pe ae ae 
Novocs, was per 


2 fow Englishmene + per 
leaders of the SD & that was the Commndant of the Cam 


exception of the two lc £ 


snd even 


and the internal 2nd external Commndante" Express yourself 


ibedin answer to 


same error wWi.-c 


+hat is the 


; qucstionse 
T!m submitting to you Doc ont Fy Se 1063 By a lcttcr 
on of work training camry Did the 


ceard te the crcation 0! 


tapo in regard to such wor 


} 


+os that these work training camps were subordinat 


+ne letter sta 
In what capacity were they 


tinate tc those individualse I. his capacity of Security police chief 

iof of the Sp? 
In his capacity as chief of s ccurity policee 

I now come to the next peint which is to prove that it did not 

to the duties and functions of group #3 A to commit crimes against 


belong 


SE 
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peace, the laws of war and humanity, and to prove what actually the aims 


of 


grovp #34 have beene What was the structure of group #31. fran 1939 to 
LOUSE 
The definition of group #34 was the following: legal questions, 
acainistrition, ethnic structure and police law. The terms used in that 
office during the fivd years! perio” about which you have been asking me, 
the terms have changed, but the function never changede In 1939, for instanc¢ 
34 was actually called croup 2? c, and the subsequent group 3 C ws 
lied #3lse 
lie nre not intercsted in .uch details. Describe bricfly the fun- 
of group 34 as thev existed arcund the end of the ware 
The structure was as f Ow : was concerned with general 
questions regarding the sphere of life - 34-2 is legal questions; 34-3 
administrative questions; 3hel: general ethnic problems, om 31-5 police lavy 
hot structure was hohding truc the major part of the period of time 
uhich you have been asking mee Office 34-1 was concerned with two main 
problemse On general personal problema as existed for the ntire greup 3, 
secondly, general problems concerning the spheres of live. ~ater on that 
roup 3iel was made independent and became 3-S which was directly bubordimt 


no 


of the cfficee 


The prosecution has charged that th greup 3ieel devoted itself to 


illegal ta I make reference to page 99 of the German proceedings. I, 
therefore, consier it necessary thes you gi . few fletails on the activities 
office 34—le Perhaps you can give a few examples of the actual work done 
' Bhimle 

I stated already that 3481 was concerned with personal problems 
coneerning all employees of group 3e 
Q They are not of intercste Ve are intercsted in other fields of 
ac UL vit y? 

Furthermore we were concerned with general problems 
methods employed in the spheres of life. There was nothing clse 1 
instance, we studied and worked overthe manuscripts of lectures somebody 
wanted. to render in regard to the SD. I might say that the main importance 


3.0L1 was in the ficld of orgmizatione 


es 
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ixpress yourself on the claim that the work done by Siel was of 


nature e 

LT. COMDR. HARRIS: t recall anywhere in the procecdings chat 
it wes contended that the work of 3iel was illecale Now it my have come int 
the record at some cther timee Uhnit pac you referring t 0° 


Department 34-1 was not dealiing with any 


were not even dealing with secret matters 


the ree Secret was neitherthe fact that group 34-1 existed nor wercits 
functions. and methods secrete Secr_. was only the individual swamrizing 
concrete network of staff, and that for 


tne 


able for foreign intelligence 


rerorts about the 


40, 


of secrecy which wei 
ip Buel were exactly the 


inner offices 
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24 June WG Winkler 6 
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6 UCoCuUILcnNt mclkes roforencoe to tho 
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provious Cocuionts, and the ordnancos t 
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i -d 
+ mee 


which thet 
lottor refors wes os 
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c& Whole nover puvolished, 


Fer what group of pooplo wis special trontmont planned? 
lnow thet or don't you? 
‘ licvo that there was a special reculation riade in 

that was done, if I romoeribor corroctly, 
in one instructions of how tho citizenship lew should 


head noth ins Ges, CU 


with the sontoncing of 


rhour 


why was that lottor 


If the prosecution onl sentencins 


.Storn people actuclly would 


ve been transfo 


then, cf courso, that would hi: 


both in tho logel 
concernec would h 
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CROSS-EX..MIN..TION patie 
BY COMM.NDER HiRRIS: 
“men were you born ? 
Fobruary 24, 1910. 
Vhat university oducetion did you hevo ? 
I attonaded univorsitics in Freiburg, 


Bonn, and Leinzie. 


the doctor's degree--only the state 
examination, senior government councillor in civil service. 
shat dia you do before you entered the sp ? 
I studicd, and oc seme tine I served in 
aratory duties in the During that period, I al 
on ono asis ir le SD. 
professional poriod 
‘ith the cxception of three years of preparatory 
duty. ad practical experience in law, because I was 


instructed in 2 tho differe sections of the law. 


Simultaneously with the tine thet rt 
the 
you join the Nazi 
On September 1, 1930. 


sre you a member of the 54 ? 


Yes, beginning w.pril, 1931, until TI cntered the ss. 
> + 3 3 


- 


and you considered yoursolf, all during this tine, 


loyal supporter of Nationel Socialisn ? 


you believed in the basic philosophy of Nation- 
as laid down by Hitler? 
« I belisved that Nationalisr Socialism was a philos- 
ophy which, during tho tine it was alive, was necessary. 
» «and you gavo all of your Support to that philosophy 


of National Sociclisn and to its loxdership ? 
38))1 
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24 June 1946-SOR-4-3 

A&A No, we wore not a supervisory organ of the P rty. 

Q You are not suggesting that you were disintereste-e 
ed in finding out whether the leaders of the Psrty were 
faithful to the principles of the National Socialist Par- 
ty ? 

4, It was one of the basic functions of the SD not to 
change anything by executive action; but its task was ful~ 
filled when such things were merely reported. 

Q Yes, and you reported any cases of wavering on the 
part of the leadership from the principles of National So- 
cislism ? 

A The perspective is wrong. “We did not report on the 
wavering of the loadership, but we reported on the reaction 
of the masses of the people to the measures of leadership. 

9 Ian talking about, not the top leadership, but the 
leadership farthcr down in the Pzerty. You were particular- 
ly concernede-and the SD cs an organization was particulare 
ly concerned--that the leaders farther down were always 
faithful to the principles of National Socialism, weren't 
you ? 

& Noe Wc observed the people, and we found out what 
effect the measures of the leadership--also the intormedie- 
ary leadership--had on the people, 

~ and among the people that you observed were Prrty 
nembers ? 

& We @id not observe people, We observed spheres of 
life. 

9 Yos, and in the spheres of life there were mombers 


of the Party. You have already testified to that this morne 


Q and you wore particularly concerned that the reace 


tion of these people who were in the Party, and who were 


leaders of the people, -was consistent. with the principles 


of National Socialisn ? 
$83 
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That is the poi vicw which I have just rejece 
ted. We d observe the peoples, but the offoct on the 
entire on Th: was dirceted to the individe 
uals and to the total ma the individuals, 
“hat were your dutics when you wore in charge of 
in the Oberabschnitt 
4 It was ny first assignment. It was merely that I 
had to report to the Fuchrer of the Oberhauptamt on the 
contents of the prcsse 
The public press or the socret press, 
or both 
First, tho public pre 
If at any tine. 
fell in 


take actic 


- ¢ Pa 1 a 
estapo found 


all gendar.:cri 
rmicdiatecly 
you in the 


de 


work of informers. You hed thousands 


D want , manner wora nr $n) Oinesrye et 
But our vertrauocnsmanner wore not informers who 


sent into some organization, They were vertrauensnan- 


population, as far as the 
duty to bring in to you co- 
he publications they “ound ? 


They wers not to be sv. ..itted to us, but 


Then the *V-Mson" actually submitted information di- 


rectly to the polices ? 


It had nothing to do with the fact that they were 


of every German to inmnediately turn 


gal publication to “xe police. The continuation 


= 
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devolopmont of 10 structure 


boecause I havo 


your porsonal cxporicnco 


44 
me & f 


in tho SD Oborabschnitt in 


the years 1936-190 


at that tine yas not in the Oberabschnitt, but 


I was Stabsfuohror of the Leisabdschnitt--beginning 


Ve 
Zn 


of Nove: ber, 1937 ° 


the months boc’! 
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horahankhy 
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‘Ie solicited VeMen in «11 layers anc circle * the 


population, whencvor we found a cecent pers 


cooperate, we spoko to him anc asked him to work for 
onc you even took pec -.c who were not dccent 


you said this morning? 
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cannot recall that 


The point is thet you took sople who weren't loyal to National 


A. Yes, who took a critical attitude. 
Q. And the reason you took those people was that thoy had access to 
people who particularly interested ou? 


ii. The reason was that we wish e 
entire population. It would have been a mistake to limit it to Party mombers. 
That we develoned our task wis due to. the fact that there was hardly any 
possibility of criticism anywhere, 
4nd you located Velen in churches, for example? 
je had Velen who did rot resign from the church. ~‘e didn't even 


4 didn't say that [ mean tuat y USC Men inside the church. 


Are you referring to the c.urch as an organization, or as an edifice? 


their attitude and tolerance of 
religious life. 
Q. You know well that you wore not interested in the attitude of the 


Velien themselves. You were intcrosted in what the V-iMen reported sbout the 


i 


groups of people in which tho: circulated, weren't 


you sought to find V-Mein in > Catholic Church, 
e attempted to find Men who reported to on the effects of 


lide cos ‘ i * nm 
measures on the Cr 


44. My own experience does not embrace any aren whe 
Church at that time as an sani 2: 1 had any influence. 


sai 4 


Then you sovght to place +> nm the Protestant Church? 


But not for the purpose whic: > Prosecution seem to imply -- in 


order to spy on the Churche ie plac d them there rather to find out what 


people who belonged to such circles nad to object to in certain measures. 


34,7 
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Q 4nd you placed your informors in factories, in schools, ond in every 
place where you thoucht they would have access to large groups of people? 
The V-Men were chosed fro... “1c people, and thoy were a part of the 
people, e did not place a Velian in the school, but wo asked for 2. report 
concerning the school -- for sane., regarding the relationship of the 


school's nolitical youth. It had b some > of the n scricus problems 


cach other, affected the Ge ; 3 » such ings as there hardly 
any young people who wanted to become teacherse But tiese things go too 
into detail, anc. the »rofessional experts would be much more qualified to 
about theme 
I arree that we are going teo much into detail, and the reason is that 
you are not answering the questions I ask. The question I put to you was a 
very simple one, and it was this: Did you scok to locate V-Men in the Church, 
in the School, in the Factory -- throughout the life che German people, in 
every section? 
‘Te intended to have Ve-ifer — nheres The School is not 
life, but educatior 


TAYLOR: 411 the witness be reminded that it is only neccessary 


for hir to answer the questions of msol. I am sure thet, if he wants to 


) 


know the details, he will ask then “isten to the question and reply 
intelligently, but onswer the coume+)*s question. 
BY COMM 
4 matters tha 
was the princin: intelligence tha 1s collected 
Dresden? 
Intelligence regarding living sphere 
Q. what did you do during the year 1940 to 
A, From January, 1940 until April, 1940 inclusive, ! was still in 
Dresdene Beginning with the first o? May, 194 was absch tsfuehrer in 


Posene 


Q. And you were abschnittsfuehrer in Posen from 1940 to 1944? 
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Ane } 
rhout the Re and occ. dd territorics. 
It is importent to note here 
people belonging to the SD were not momb 


That is not the question. You haven't answered the 


52 


you whcther the personnol of the SD) cic not sorve in 
torritorics. 
Of courscGe 
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